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RELIGIOUS MONITOR. 


AND 


EVANGELICAL REPOSITORY. 





MAY, 1842. 


Mr. Martin’s Defence against Mr. Heron’s Pulpit Attack. 


Mr. Eprror,—I acknowledge Mr. Heron’s courtesy, in sending me a 
copy of his sermon, but it ought not to have been expected from that cir- 
cumstance, as the same courtesy was extended to other individuals, that 
[should draw the inference, that I was the person aimed at in that ser- 
mon. It seems, however, from his response to my call, in the January 
number of the Monitor, that there is no longer any room for the doubts 
which I had entertained on that subject, as he explicitly declares that he 
intended me. He says, * ‘The leading error combated in my sermon, 
is thus introduced to the reader’s notice. ‘The discovery has, it seems, 
been made, and made within the Associate Church, that decisions of 
church courts inflicting censures, however unjust such decisions may be, 
are valid and binding in every case, provided they are based upon a re- 
levant charge. In the above extract, the reference was to a sermon, by 
Kev. James Martin, pastor of the Associate Church in Albany, entitled, 
“The duty of Submission to Church Rulers Explained and Enforced.” 

The * leading error,” of which Mr. Heron here speaks, has no place 
inmy sermon. If it were necessary, I could denounce it as strongly as 
he has done. I am afraid he has not read the sermon with sufficient care, 
or he could scarcely have been guilty of asserting that there is any such 
erroneous principle there. When he thought it his duty to attack my 
sermon, both from the pulpit and the press, it would have been no more 
than fair to have quoted my language, to have stated my principles in 
my own words; but instead of doing so, he draws an inference, in words 
suit himself, imputes that inference to me, and then levels his artillery 
against it. Le now tells the public, that the following passages in my 
sermon warranted him to make such an inference:— 


From these unquestionable premises, it will follow that officers in the church 
cease to be such, whenever the church in her wisdom sees fit to recall the authority 
with which she had invested them. This recall of authority, it is always presumed, 
is effected by the same executive power in the church by which it was conferred. 
For the church, both in investing persons with office, and in divesting thein of it, 
acts through her judicatories, as the public and divinely appointed organs of her 
will in these matters. Now, that recall of authority by which rulers in the church 
ceane to be such, must indeed be for cause For deposition from office for no assign- 
able cause, but by a mere act of arbitrary power, is a thing not supposable in the 
church of Jesus Christ. ‘There must, therefore, be a relevant charge, and a judg- 
ment or verdict of “ guilty,’ grounded upon it, before there can be a legal degrada- 
tion from ecclesiastical office.’ P. 10. ‘* We, therefore, fearlessly maintain that in 
every case of deposition grounded on a relevant charge, there is an entire cessation 
of office, even though an error in judgment may have been committed in the 
finding of the judicatory with respect to the proof of the matter or matters charged, 
Every judicatory of the church may err in their decisions, They may err in clothing 
individuals with office, and they may err again in divesting individuals of office. 
lnfaliibility is nowhere promised them, neither do they claim it. The church in 
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her solemn compact with the ruler at his ordination gives him no pledg re that she 
will be infallible in all her judicial dealings with him. She can only be regarded as 
promising to act according to her light, and in accordance with the best of her jud 
ment. Hence her depositions from office on relevant charges, even though founded 
in errors of judgment, are valid and binding.” 


‘If the above extracts,” says Mr. Heron, “do not teach that §de- 
cisions of church courts inflicting censures, however unjust, are in all 
eases valid and binding, provided they are based upon a relevant charge, 
language has no meaning.’ 

It is never considered a fair method of interpreting an author, or of as- 
certaining his sentiments on a particular point, to select a few isolated 
sentences without regard to their connexion, or the scope of the produe- 
tion, and charge upon them conclusions, 


which the work taken as a 
whole utterly repudiates, 


But, in the present instance, I deny that ever 
the garbled extracts teach the principle which Mr. Heron endeavours 
draw from them. And I do think that a very little sagacity accompanied 
with candour will not fail to discover a wide and essential difference be- 
tween the real doctrine of the extracts and Mr. Heron’s inference. In 
Mr. Heron’s inference we have the phrase, * however unjust those de- 
cisions may be;’’ but what is there in the extracts that will quadrate with 
this? The extracts speak only of * errors in judgment,’ that is, as every 
body knows, ** unintentional errors.’’ Are the two phrases ** errors | 
judgment,” and * however unjust,” synonymous ? 
cisely one and the same thing? * Elowever unjust”? may mean * th 
greatest possible injustice.”’ And is this the same thing with * an unin- 
tentional error?”’ [f a judicatory should literally gag 
raigned at their bar on some charge—shiould r 


do tf yey sit enify pre- 


; person ar- 
hi efuse to hear him say on 
word in his own defence—should refuse to hear his witnesses—should, 
in a word, condemn him unheard and untried—would this be the same 
thing as if the court had merely committed an * error in judgment with 
respect to the proof of the matter or matters ce! 
doubt may occur as to the legality or sufliciency of the proof presented, 
especially when it is only of a circumstantial or presumptive nature; « 

suppose a judicatory should commit an * unintentional error” here, is 
such error to be ranked with * the greatest possible injustice ?”’ Is it the 
same thing in point of iniquity, as if the court had decided without any 
testimony at all, or had decided in direct contradiction of the clearest tes- 
timony? Or if a judicatory should unintentionally condemn an innocent 
person through the perjury of witnesses, which would be an * error in 
judgment,” on the part of the court, as it would be a deviation from abso- 
lute justice, and would indeed be also unjust towards the innocent sul- 
ferer. Would this be the same thing, wou!d it be as great an act of in- 
justice as if the court had suborned the witnesses and then on their tesii- 
mony condemned the innecent? 
any meaning in language,” 


arged?’? Sometimes a 


I, therefore, assert that, **if there be 
there is an essential difference between the 
phrase “ error in judgment,” and the phrase ** however unjust;”’ yet Mr. 
Heron makes them synonymous, the same in meaning! 

There is another radical difference be tween the doctrine taught in the 
above extracts, taken in connexion with the rest of the sermon, and the 
erroneous doctrine which Mr. Heron substitutes in its place. According 
to Mr. Heron's substitute, only one thing is necessary to give validity to 
the decision of a judicatory inflicting censure, namely, ‘a relevant 
charge.” ‘The decisions of church courts, however uijust, are in all cases 
valid and binding, provided they are based upon a re evant charge. ‘This 
he repeats again and again, as being the principle advocated in my ser 
mon. He represents me as teaching that all that is necessary to give 
validity to a sentence inflicting censure is the relevancy of the charge on 


which it is grounded—that the constitution and character of a court, oF 
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is method of proced lure, are in no respects essential, that its decisions 


ire valid provided only they be based on * relevant charges.” It may 
» an infidel cabal, similar to that at whose bar Ste phen was cited, st till 
** provided they are based on a relevant charge.” 
tnd did Mr. Heron really find such a principle as this in my sermon? 
Let any unbiassed and candid person peruse that discourse, 
md he will find that there are other things mentioned besides **a relevant 
yarge,”’ as necessary in order to the validity of ecclesiastical decisions 


NHAC uy 


y censure: there must be a Weer tent court,’’—** a court 


’ ip Sa te 
of Christ's house,’’—a court having * jurisd ction,’ —the members com- 


sing it must have ** the appointment of Christ,’ and * the appointment 
af the church,’”’"—must be associated together under a presbyterial forin 
‘government—aud must regulate their conduet according to = general 

es of the word. All this is maintained in the sermon with some de- 
gree of particularity ; and ail this is implied in the very extracts which 
Ir, Heron has given as the ground of hie inference. {do indeed main- 
tain that a relevant eharge is essential to the validity of a ecnsure, but I 
iowhere say thatitis the on/y thing which is essential, as Mr. Heron in- 
mates. On the contrary, a considerable portion of my sermon is occu- 
pied in pointing out the character and qualifications of those rulers in the 
hurch, whose decisions we are bound to obey. A careful reader of that 
pamphlet will meet with the following sentence: ** We hold that every 
decision of a judicatory involving conviction and censure is valid, and de- 
mands submission, where the judicatory is organized according to the 
Bible; when the charge is relevant according to the Bible; when the 
process is commenced according to the Bible; and when the probation 
nd final decision aeeord with those rules of procedure and general prin- 
ciples which the chureh has adopted for her government in such cases, 
and w hich she regards as being according to the Bible.’ ‘The decisions 

such a court, so Organized, and so acting, we have said were valid, 
even though there might be some unintentional error committed on points 
connected with the proof of accusations. But surely this is a very dif- 
ferent doctrine from that imputed to me by Mr. Heron, which makes a 
“relevant charge’ the on/y thing essential to give validity to a judicial 
decision. And how he should commit such a mistake is for himself to 
xplain. 

It must be obvious, then, to every impartial reader, that the principle 
which Mr. Heron imputes to me, is none of mine; it cannot be found 
in my sermon; it differs in two essential points from the principle for 
which I there contend; it is an entirely different proposition. ‘There is 
“a meaning in language,” and no ingenuity, sophistry, or power of 
rausmutation, can make the two expressions “ error in judgment,” and 
“however unjust,” to mean the same thing; or can make one of many 
hings which are essential to the validity of a decision to be the sole and 

ly thing which is essential, ‘The principle for which 1 eontend, in 

Sermon, is nowhere expressed so strongly as in the following sen- 
enee: ** We fearlessly maintain thatin every case of deposition grounded 
on a relevant cliarge, there Is an entire cessation of office, even though 
an error in judgment may have beer committed in the finding of the ju- 

ecatory with respect to the proof of the matter or matters charged.” 
Now, let the reader compare this proposition with Mr. Heron’s para- 
phrase of it, and he will instantly perceive’ that there is a radical differ. 
ence between them. ‘* The discovery has, it seems, been made, and 
made within the Associate church, that decisions of church courts in- 
llicting censure, however unjust such decisions may be, are valid and 
bindin: g, in every case, provided they are based on a relev vant charge.” 


This is a different proposition from mine; and the person who would cope 
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found them, or regard them as identical, is incapable of understanding the 
meaning of language. ‘Taking it for granted that Mr. Heron was a may 
of intelligenee and eandour, and being conscious that I never maintained, 
nor propagated such a sentiment as he imbodies in the proposition which 
he combats, | hope it was pardonable in me to doubt whether I was the 
person he really intended as being the author of that proposition, In. 
deed, it was too painful for me to think, that a brother could first so ep. 
tirely change the character and meaniry of a principle which I had ad. 
voeated, and then hurl at my devoted head, both from the pulpit and the 
press, such missiles as these: —** New discoveries have been made : and 
the very alphabet of protestant Christianity is called in question;”~ 
** principles are boldly promulgated which [ view as totally subverting 
the authority of the ehurch’s Head; as directly at variance with our pro- 
fession, as laying the axe to the root of Christian liberty, and as tending 
to establish ecclesiastical despotism;’’—** This has been the ery oj 
despots, and the advoeates of despotism in all ages. It is, however, as 
silly as it is wieked;’’—** Of all men living, Seceders should blush the 
deepest scarlet when they undertake to be the advocates of ecclesiastical 
despotism.’’—** Popery never set up such a claim,’’—* this is a higher 
and more arrogant claim, and one that sets the authority of God more 
evidently at defiance,” &c. It appears, then, that Mr. Heron has been 
employing beth the pulpit and the press for the purpose of denouncing 
a brother on account of a principle which he has never advocated, nor 
even thought of. All Mr. Heron’s valour, therefore, has been displayed 
against ** a man of straw.”’ All his eloquence has been called forth by 
a creation of his own fancy. All his burning zeal has been wasted in 
decrying an error of his own imagination. All his argument has been 
lost in combating a mere fictitious principle. Hear him! * Ae- 
cording to this modern discovery, when a church court has broughta 
charge against a minister of the gospel, or a ruling elder, which has been 
decided to be * relevant,” no matier how unchristian the spirit in which 
the matter has been prosecuted; no matter what glaring partiality and 
infringement on the rights of the defendant may have appeared; no 
matter how illegal ihe character of the proof, or how insufficient to sus- 
tain the charge, if the court award a sentence of eondemnation, it is 
valid and binding because the eharge was * relevant.”’ * Time would fail, 
should we enter into a minute examination of this strange principle in 
all its bearings,” p. 12. Mr. Heron, by imputing this * strange princi 
ple,’’ ** this modern discovery,” to me, not only injures me, but also in- 
jures his own reputation for intelligence and candour, since he classes 
all the iniquity and outrageous injustice contained in the words which 
are here ifalicised, under what I termed * errors in judgment,” or mere 
unintentional mistakes; since he makes the circumstance of a charge 
heing ** relevant”? to be al! and every thing that gives validity to a sen 
aence of condemnation, instead of making it, as I do, only one of many 
things which are necessary to such validity! 

I might also add, that the judicatories of which he speaks are entirely 
different from those to whose decisions [ am pleading for submission; | 
speak of ** courts of Christ’s house,” regularly constituted ecclesiastical 
judicatories clothed with Christ's authority, and acting on Presbyterian 
principles, and against which I will not allow the charge of * wilful 
error ”’ to be brought ** without the most palpable evidence,”’ considering 
that if they were thus guilty, it would imply a * virtual relinquishment 
of the very office capacity in which they profess to be acting.” But Mr. 
Heron in his sermon, treats of ** corrupt and biassed courts, courts at 
whose ‘absolute merey the defendant is placed without any shield 
against the most flagrant injustice,”” who may be * disposed to prostratt 
the best man that ever lived.’’ who may * prosecute a cause with the 
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most unchristian spirit,” be guilty of “the most glaring partiality,” 
may condemn the accused “no matter how illegal the character of the 
pro sf, or how insufficient to sustain the eharge,’’ and who may trump 
‘inst an obnoxious individual, and * couch their charges in 

ceive them a plausible appearance as relevant 

Ile treats of courts homogeneous with 

Naboth of old, and our blessed Lord, and Ste- 
martvr, whose decisions, indeed, he quotes as illustrative 
My courts only commit “errors in judgment;” but 
itesi_ possible injustice.”” Hence, it is 
he speaks, possess an entirely different 
in imy sermon, since I confined myself 
holly to such as the apostle intends, when he says, ** Obey them that 
> rule over t yourselves.” ‘ 

ther mistaken the principle contended 
in my sermon, and has substituted in us place an entirely different 
, Which Labhor as much as he does, it is deemed wholiy unnecessary 
o follow hia in tis reasoning, by which he endeavours to overthrow 
ihis principle of his own manufacture. My principle remains untouched 
by his arguments. But I confess * the man of straw”’ is pretty thoroughly 
demolished. IL think it is recorded of Don Quixotte the adventurous 
knight of La Mancha, that he was pretty much exhausted after his daring 
and chivalrous rereontre with the * windmill,”? which somehow or other, 
through confusion of intellect, he had mistaken for a *giant!’? But 
however that may be, it is certainly quite amusing to hear Mr. Heron 
after his chivalrous * adventure” with his * windmill” principle, gravely 
saying to his flock, * you, yourselves, brethren, are my witnesses how 

werse fo confrover y lL have ever been!’ See p- EP 
cannot dismiss Mr. Heron without noticing some other excep- 

hinges which | find in his sermon. 

s as to what gives validity to eeclesiastical decisions are quite 
; lie says, * nothing can give decisions validity but 
‘able to the eternal rule of riglit, namely the Master’s 
wv, a decision infleting punishment on an innocent person can 
rreeable to the eternal rule of right,” but it may neverthe- 
able to the Bible, or Goad’s revealed will. ‘Take a ease: an 
arraigned on a specific charge; he is indeed innocent, but 
he charge is established by the testimony of two or three unimpeachable 
witnesses; the court decides according to the testimony, and condemns 
the innocent man, and their decision is “ valid,’”’ for it is agreeable to the 
revealed will of God; the rule which the court is bound to follow, but it 
is not agreeable to ** the eternal rule of right,’’ or absolute justice. If by 
‘the Master’s will,’’ Mr. Heron means * the revealed will of God,” 
this is by no means the same thing with * the eternal rule of right ;”’ for 
as our divines tell us, God has willed some things because they were 


a 


essentially and antecedenily right, and other things become right simply 
because he has willed them! An example or two will illustrate this: 
it was not ** agreeable to the eternal rule of rieht,’’ that Abraham should 
sacrifice his son Isaac; but it was agreeable to a * positive precept,” the 
revealed will of God. Neither was it ** agreeable to the eternal rule of 
right,”’ that the Israelites should exterminate the inhabitants of Canaan 
and possess their lands; but it was agreeable to God’s positive command, 
his revealed will. If I understand the doctrine of protestantism on this 
point, then, it is, that decisions of church courts are * valid,’’ not because 
they are “agreeable to the eternal rule of right,” but simply becau-e 
they are agreeable to the BIBLE, or because it is agreeable to the Bible, 
that they should be so held and treated, ‘This is the doctrine of my sey: 
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mon, and I see no reason as yet to change it. Mr. Heron’s * new dis- 
covery’ to the contrary notwithstanding. Itis indeed rather ludicrous 
to hear Mr. Heron, after committing such a blunder, which a mere novice 
in theology might detect, gravely and lugubriously add, ** But other 
times have come, New discoveries have been made. And the very al- 
phabet of protestant Christianity is called in question!” 

Mr. Heron seems not to understand the precise meaning of a ‘relevant 
charge.” If some abstract sin be laid to the charge of an individual 
without any regard to specified facts and circumstances, he persists in 
calling it a ** relevant charge.” Thus with him, blasphemy, insubordi- 
nation, theft, drunkenness, &e., are * relevant charges,”’ though the par- 
ticular * acts,”’ or ** facts’’ in which those sins, if committed, must have 
consisted, be not charged; or though, if charged, they by no means 
amount to those sins. But this is not correct. A charge in order to be 
relevant must specify, not simply the abstract name of a sin, but the par- 
ticular act or acts whieh really involve such sin or from which it may be 
legitimately inferred. In other words, it is not the charging of a sin by 
its abstract name upon an individual, but the charging of specified acts, 
which involve sin, or the charging of some particular conduct which the 
divine law regards as sinful, that constitutes a “* relevant charge.”?’ Books 
of discipline tell us, that before a charge is admitted to probation, the 
parties are to be heard on its “ relevancy,’’ implying that its relevancy 
may be a disputed point, but it is absurd to suppose that there could be 
any ground for disputation, if the question of relevaney turned on an ab- 
stract sin, as blasphemy, drunkenness, &c. ‘That such are censurable 
offences will not admit of a question, But it may admit of a question, 
whether certain specified. ** words ”’ or **acts,’’ do involve those sins. 
Hence I disagree with Mr. Heron in saying that the * blasphemy ” 
charged upon our Saviour, was a ‘relevant charge,” seeing it was 
grounded on his declaration that ‘* he was the Son of God.’ For the 
question of relevancy, in this case, turns, not on the point, whether 
** blasphemy ”’ be a sin punishable by the divine law, but whether our 
Lord’s declaration, that **he was the Son of God,” involves the sin of 
**blasphemy.”’ In like manner there was no relevant charge of * blas- 
phemy”’ brought against Stephen, as Mr. Heron affirms. For in saying 
that ** Jesus of Nazareth should destroy Jerusalem and change the cus- 
toms which Moses delivered,”’ there was nothing * blasphemous,”’ as he 
spoke in strict aecordance with the will of his Master. Hence, also, 
there was no relevant charge brought against the first Seceders as the 
ground of their deposition; for neither their “ words,’ nor the * acts,” 
with which they were charged, involved any censurable offences. 

In settling the relevancy of a charge, we must always look at the spe- 
cified ** facts”? in the case; and if some ‘abstract sin,” as a characteristic, 
be prefixed to the * facts,” we must look at it only in connexion with 
them, and if it be not warranted by them, the charge must be pronounced 
‘‘irrelevant.”” Que Book ef Discipline tells us that ** a libel is a law 
syllogism consisting of three propositions;”’ the first ** announces the sen- 
tence of the law” in respect to some particular offence; the second spe- 
cifies the particular acts which are supposed to involve that offence, and 
charges them upon the alleged offender with the circumstances of time 
and place, and the ¢éhird concludes that the aecused ought to be censured. 
Now, itis the second of these propositions which really eontains the 
charge, and whieh must be considered in settling the question of rele- 
vancy. If the * facts’’ specified in the second proposition do not in- 
volve the sin mentioned in the first, the * libel,’’ the ** charge ”’ is not 
‘relevant.’ Let the following be taken as a specimen of a libel :—To 
teach error is a sin condemned by the word of God and the subordinale 
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standards of this church:—But true it is, that you A. B. did teach error 
in having said, at such a time and place that * Jesus Christ was of the 
same numerical essence with the Father:’—Therefore you ought to be 
censured.—Now it will be seen that it is the second proposition which 
contains the charge; and the question of relevancy, ‘* on which the par- 
ties are to be heard,” is not, whether * teaching error ’’ be a censurable 
offence, but whether asserting that ** Jesus Christ is of the same nume- 
rical essence with the * Father” be such * teaching of error”’ as is a 
censurable offence. Who then will say, that this libel is “ relevant,” or 
rather, that the charge in it against A. B. is a ‘*relevant’’ charge? [ 
need not ask, ** Who?” for Mr. Heron, to be consistent, must maintain 
that this is a ** relevant charge.”’ ** Who,” says he, ** will deny that the 
charge of insubordination is arelevant charge ?”’ Andagain, ** Who will 
venture to say that blasphemy is not relevant to infer censure ?’’ And so 
he must also say, Who will deny that * error” is a relevant charge? 

[ might add here that the old method of framing a libel was somewhat 
different from the present. ‘Ihe first proposition was made to exhibit 
ihe fact or faets in which the alleged offence consisted, and the second 
merely charged these on the accused by name, together with the cireum- 
stance of time and place. ‘This is, perhaps, the preferable method, as the 
question of relevancy is then confined to the first proposition of the libel. 
As, for example: For a minister of the gospel to teach that Jesus Christ 
isno more than a mere man, is a dangerous error condemned by the word 
of God: But true it is, that you A. B. did, &e. I need not go through 
with the form, as my meaning must be sufficiently obvious, 

That [ am eorrect in the views just stated, is evident from what is said 
in the Book of Discipline on the subject of ** relevancy.” * If no cause 
be shown for the dismissal of the libel, the next point to be considered is 
iis relevancy; or the question, whether, on supposition the facts were 
proved, the matfer charged is real scandal, and that which the word of 
God requires to be censured. On this point, both parties are to be fully 
heard, due order observed, the point kept in view, and judgment rendered 
accordingly,’ p. 47. Now how absurd must all this be, if the question of 
relevancy were to be confined to some abstract sin, as blasphemy, error, 
insubordination, and the like! Besides, Pardovan tells us that ** in causes 
intricate and difficult the discussing of the relevancy may be delayed till 
probation be taken: and then greater light being thereby given, both re- 
levancy and probation may be advised jointly, as the Lords of Session 
and Privy Council have oftentimes done,” Tit. 3, sec. 3. Hence, who- 
ever has access to Mr. Heron’s sermon will easily perceive, that all the 
examples which he adduces in support of his position, proceed on a false 
view of the question of relevancy. What he says, therefore on this sub- 
ject im Opposition to the principle which I maintain with respect to * de- 
positions ” from office grounded on * relevant charges,”’ is wholly irre- 
levant; since with him a *‘ relevant charge” is one thing, and with me it 
is another. 

In connexion with this, let me also notice an error into which Mr. 
Heron has fallen with respect to the nature of a judicial decision on a 
question of relevancy. According to him, if a court decide a charge to 
be relevant, it must be relevant, that decision makes it relevant; which- 
indeed, is giving to a court about the same power which Bellarmine as- 
cribes to the pope, that ** he can make a duty to be sin and sin to be a 
duty.” Referring to some remarks of mine, Mr. Heron says, ‘* We are 
told, that the charge against Mr. E. Erskine was not relevant, and there- 
fore the decision was invalid. I answer, that the court which tried the 
case evidently thought otherwise, and they alone could authoritatively 


judge of its relevancy.”’ Hence, according to Mr. Heron, Mr. Erskine 
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had nothing to do with the relevancy of the charge; he had no right t 

it to 
judge for himself whether the charge was relevant or not; the judicatory 
settled that matter, they judged * authoritatively ” on that point, ar id so 


put it to rest! A protestant, however, of the ** old school,’ would no: 
allow an ecclesiastical court to be ** authoritative judge’ in a matter of 
this kind. It will be found after al!, that the doctrine of my sermon is 
better profestantism than Mr. Heron’s. I say—* The Bible is the sy- 
preme standard both of doctrine and morals. It determines in all eases 
what is truth and what is error, what is holiness and whatis sin. Heney 
it is the standard by which the relevancy or irrelevancy of char 
against rulers is to be determined. Consequently, the party implicated 
has, we think, the right on the question of relevancy, to appeal from the 
judicatory to the Bible, and to abide by its decision of the matter.” P, 
But Mr. Heron makes the judicatory the “ authoritative judge,” ; 
matters of relevancy. Hence, he also says, * when a charge is broug 
and decided to be relevant by the court who try the indictment, the de- 
fendant knows that however innocent. his suspension or deposition is 
¢ valid or binding,’ if such a sentence shall be passed.” p. 12. ‘True, in- 
deed, the defendant must know this, if the court can * authoritative ly” 
and finally settle the question of relevancy; but ifhe be allowed, ac- 
cording to my doctrine, to appeal from their decision, (whic h is minis- 
terial only ,) to the Bible and have the question of relevancy determined 
by the law and the te stimony, he may form a very differe nt conclusion 
respecting the * validity ”’ of his ** suspension or deposition.” 

Mr. Heron is in error with respect to the ease of the Rev. E. Erskine, 
He endeavours to mystify a very plain matter, so as to make it appear 
that that eminent divine, contrary to what [ had advanced, was deposed 
ona “relevant charge.’’ But in this he does violence to history, and 
commits an act of cruelty towards the memory of the venerated dea . 
The charge against Mr. Erskine brought before the Synod of Perth an 
Stirling was not as Mr. Heron states it. ‘The eight propositions, pre- 
p: ared by a committee appointe d for that purpose, containing the re puted 
offensive matter of his sermon, constituted the real charges on which he 
was tried before the Synod. ‘The * facts ’’ charged were substantially 
admitted by Mr. Erskine. He never denied the words that were aS- 
cribed to-him, but he denied that they were censurable, or in other words 
that they were ‘“relevant;”” he denied the justness of the construction 
which his enemies put upon them, that they were ** contrary to the con- 
stitution and received order of the church.” Will Mr. Heron candid] ly 
say, that he regards those parts of Mr. Erskine’s sermon, which were 
condemned by the Synod and General Assembly, to be really censuradle, 
or relevant to infer censure?) Why, then, insist in a round-about way, 
that Mr. Erskine was censured on a relevant charge ; just as if an act 
which is not censurable, may, by some ingenuity or legerdemain, in the 
way of naming it, become censurable or ** relevant?” 

In my sermon I had occasion to answer the following objection:— 
Were the first seceder ministers still lawful ministers, notwithstanding of 
their suspension and final deposition by the judicatories of the Churel: of 
Scotland?” In answering this objection I began of course with the deed 
of **suspension,”’ and showed that it was grounded on an * irrelevant 
charge.” But Mr. Heron exclaims, ** Why is our atiention called to 
that distant step of the process, and the commencement of it, containing 
the original charge before the Synod of Perth and Stirling, the decision 
of said Synod upon the charge, and Mr. Erskine’s course in regard of 
said decision, so carefully kept out of view!” ‘This insinuation is very 
unkind and very unjust, I carefully kept nothing out of view. I began 
where the objection I was answering required me to begin, But, that 
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the reader might have the whole case from beginning to end before him, 
I threw into a foot note the very things which [| am eharged with 
having carefully kept out of view, and [ will leave it to any candid person, 
whether considering my limits it was reasonalle to expect a more full 
and impartial account of the whole matter than was given by me. See Rel. 
Mon. pp. 18, 19, 20. Besides, would inform Mr. Heron that * the origi- 
nal charge before the Synod of Perth and Stirling,”’ which he seems to re- 
gard as so conclusive on the subject, was wholly irrelevant. But then 
gross mistakes and groundless insinuations with respect to the contents and 
import of my sermon, I do not like. When I became assured that Mr. 
Heron’s sermon was levelled at mine, a painful suspicion arose in my 
mind, which I will now threw into the form of a‘ query:’’—Ilad Mr. 
Heron at the time he preached his sermon, carefully read mine, or had 
he only formed his acquaintance with its contents from what he had read 
about it in the pages of the Associate Presbyterian Magazine, a periodi- 
cul got up for the purpose of rending and destroying the Associate Synod, 
and on the cover of which, Mr. Heron, the elerk of said Synod, is 
heralded forth as one of its AGENTS? I deny the injurious insinuation, 
that I carefully kept any material fact out of view. Nor is there the 
least ground in my sermon for any such unwarrantable insinuation. And 
I now here reassert all that I there stated with respect to the suspension 
and deposition of the first seceders. ‘The charges on which those cen- 
sures were grounded were * irrelevant.” ‘The seceders did not deny the 
‘facts’? which were charged upon them, but only their ‘ relevancy ” 
and the false construction which their opponents put upon them. 

Mr. Heron manifests a very commendable spirit of opposition to the 
** slavish doctrine of passive obedience and non-resistance.”’ But not 
very consistently with this, when speaking of ‘civil constitutions and 
Jaws,” whieh are “ oppressive and unjust both to ourselves and to the 
community,” he says, ** while they are the ordinances established by 
the majority or multitude, they are to be conscientiously submitted to 
and obeyed.’ It would seem from this, that all that is necessary to ‘* en- 
title ‘civil constitutions and laws,”’ (although both ** oppressive and un- 
just,”) to our ‘conscientious submission and obedience,” is the fact of 
their being ‘* established by the majority.’ lence, the poor slave in the 
south, may comfort himself thus: ‘The majority have established con- 
stitutions and laws which are grievously ** oppressive and unjust’ towards 
me and great inultitudes of others in the community, but being in the mino- 
rity, we must ** conscientiously obey and submit;”’ or in other words, must 
praciise according to the “ slavish doctrine of passive obedience and non- 
resistance.” ‘True, according to these * ordinances of men,’? we are 
regarded as chattels and treated as beasts, all our rights are trampled in 
the dust, our wives and our little ones are torn from us as articles of traffic, 
even the “* word of life,’? which ought to be free as air, is withheld from 
us, and we are left to ** perish for lack of knowledge ;”’ ** but while they 
are the ordinances established by the majority or multitude, they are to 
be conscientiously submitted to and obeyed!” For Mr. Heron, a minis- 
ter of the gospel in connexion with a church which has declared slavery 
to be a ** moral evil,’’ and slaveholders unworthy of her communion, says 
so, yea, and proves it, too, from that clause in the Confession of Faith, 
which declares, that ** infidelity or difference in religion does not make 
void the magistrate’s just and legal authority!’ But while the poor 
slaves at the south must thus * conscientiously obey unjust and oppres- 
sive laws” of the state, certain ecclesiastical schismatics at the north 
must be justified, if possible, in their rebellion against just and whole- 
some enactments of the chureh! Mr. Heron assures his congregation 
that “his trumpet shall not give an uncertain sound, if he can only find 
Janguage to make his reasoving understood,” page 11, But what a trum- 
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On the last page of Mr. Heron’s sermon, he gives brief but correct 
answers, the same in substance with those I had given, to the following 
questions: ‘How far should unjust decisions be submitted to?” 
** When does submission involve us in sin?’ * What is the duty of 


Christians in regard to decisions which they conscientiously believe are 
unrighteous?” ‘To this last question he answers: ‘The duty of Chris- 
tians so situated is not to forsake the communion of the church unless 
an approbation of such decisions be made a term of church fellowship, 
but by every seriptural mode to oppose and testify against them. But 
should they ever be reduced to this alternative, that they must either 
cease to utter their testimony or be cast out, it will become their un- 
questionable duty without hesitation to submit to the latter.” ‘This is ju- 
dicious and scriptural. It tallies exactly with my doctrine. It is im- 
portant and pointed in its bearing on the case of the schismatieal breth- 
ren: For even if the decisions of which they complain were * unright- 
eous,”’ an * approbation”? of them was never made a * term of church 
fellowship,” neither were they forbidden to * testify,” against them in 
any way they thought proper. Mr. Heron’s doctrine, then, most 
effectually condemns their conduct in withdrawing from the chureh in 
the manner they did, and in giving existence to an organized schismati- 
eai faction. But what a pity it is, that after having devoted so many 
pages to the consideration of a mere fictitious principle, he should have 
crowded into less than half a page his answers to the above three highly 
important and praetical questions, the full consideration of which might 
have been attended with the happiest effects in the case of the unhappy 
brethren just alluded to, since they pretend, but without any just reason, 
to regard the decisions of which they complain, as being ** unjust.”’ ‘The 
doctrines of my sermon appeared to be taking some etiect among the fol- 
lowers of those men, but in an evil hour, Mr. Heron’s sermon, as if ex- 
pressly designed to counteract that good effeet, comes along, and is hailed 
by the leaders of the party as a complete antidote to my sermon, is read 
publicly in the church on the Sabbath, the little mine of truth obscurely 
appearing on the last page is not perceived, and the poor deluded people 
are hardened in their evil ways. Mr. Heron has done wrong. 1 donot 
eharge him with doing sodesignedly. [| hope he is incapable of this. 1 
will charitably believe, that he mistook my meaning, and thought it to 
be more his duty to set me right, than to convince the separatfists of the 
‘error of their way.”’ 1 frankly forgive him the injury he has done to 
me, and hepe that he will be forgiven for the much greater injury which 
he has unintentionally done to the cause of truth and charity, good order 
and Christian unity, 

Mr. Editor, there are a few other things in Mr. Heron’s sermon which 
{ felt anxious to expose, but this communication is already too long. 
For this reason, also, I cannot at present resume, as | had intended to do, 
tlie topic last under consideration at the close of my former communica- 
tion. 1 may do this on a future occasion, as | am anxious to show that 
I am supported, in the principles of my sermon, by the Reformers and 
early Seceders, and, indeed by the wise and intelligent of every age, 
even as ** many as have spoken”’ of these things. 

JAMES MARTIN, 
Salem, February 8th, 1842, 
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Remarks Explanatory of the Gospel Call. 


In the following treatise the reader will find the princi- 
pal passages of scripture relied upon by Arminians and 
Pelagi: ins* wrested from their grasp and placed in a true 
hi cht. Protestants are justly alarmed at the astonish- 
ing increase of popery in Britain and America. ‘This in- 

crease has been preceded by an amazing growth of the 
Arminian and Pelagian heresies, with their “kindred train 
of evils; which, it is believed, constitute the very life and 
soulof Popery. Whoever, then, would preserve either him- 
self or the church from the encroachments of the Romish 
antichrist, must build on the foundation of the Reformers, 
which was the system of doctrines known by the name of 
Calvinism. Calvinism gave the beast a deadly wound at 
the Reformation, which has been partially healed. Its re- 
vival will finish the work it then began. The errorists 
above alluded to may be regarded as the numerous off- 
spring of popery; which, however hostile they may appear 
towards their mother, in respect to outward forms, agree 
in exaiting the free-will and moral power of fallen man. 
‘They dress corrupt nature in the gaudy attire of a harlot, 
then fall down and worship it. 'T hus they worship man 
under the pretence of serving the living God; they blas- 
pheme the nm: ume of God under the most lof ty professions 
of zeal for his glory; the souls of men constitute their stock 
in trade; and. however beautiful they may appear to a 
blinded world lying in wickedness, the ry are “ full of rot- 
tenness and dead men’s bones;” so that the spiritual eye 
discerns the ravening wolf under their fair exterior. On 
the other hand Calvinism strips off those guises which na- 
ture wears—penetrates the labyrinths of the heart—de- 
velopes its wailt-<ite moral rottenness—its besotted igno- 
rance—its helpless misery; while it refers the whole of 
man’s salvation, from its conception in eternity past to its 
consummation in eternity to come, to the sovereign will— 
the infinite mercy and Almighty power of God. * Not 
unto us, O Lord, not unto us; but unto thy name give 
glory, for thy mercy and for thy truth’s sake.” 

In the following pages the reader will find a conclusive 
and satisfactory refutation of the Arminian heresies; while 
the free untrammelled offer of the gospel to lost sinners of 
mankind as such, is either obscured, or not made suflicient- 
ly prominent. ‘To remedy this defect is the design of the 


In our day Pelagianism has assumed various names derived from the names and 
places of residence of persons who have been its distinguished advocates, such as 
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present essay. A few instances in which Dr. Gill’s view 
differs from that held by the Secession Church will be 
noticed as a specimen of others. 

Deut. xxxil. 29, p. 30: “It ought to be proved that 
God wishes and desires the spiritual welfare of such, who, 
in the event, are not eternally saved.” We think it is 
proved in scripture that God desires the spiritual wel- 
fare of all men in the sense in which our author has ex- 
plained it in the same page. ‘That is, this desire of God 
implies that the spiritual welfare of all men accords with 
his preceptive will, the goodness of his nature, and would 
be well-pleasing to him, ‘This much is certainly implied in 
the text; as also Ezek. xxxiii. 11, “As I live, saith the Lord 
God, | have no pleasure in the death of the wicked.” 
The righteous judge on the bench takes no pleasure in 
seeing the criminal suffer the punishment which the law 
requires him to inflict. ‘This text, then, as Dr. Gill has 
himself clearly demonstrated, can make nothing for the Ar- 
minians, though it be, as it should be, extended to spiritual 
blessings, and be admitted to express the benevolent state 
of the divine mind towards his creatures, which imposes 
no obligation upon him to give special grace, or withhold 
the necessary punishment of them as criminals. ‘These 
remarks are equally applicable to all other texts which 
the Dr. unnecessarily restricts to temporal blessings. Both 
temporal and spiritual blessings are frequently included. 
Yet this makes nothing in favour of the Arminian view. 

Prov. 1. 22—30, p. 36: “The exhortation: ‘ Turn ye at 
my reproof,’ is not to repentance and conversion, but to 
an attendance on the external ministry of the word.” ‘This 
is undoubtedly an error. For a gracious promise im- 
mediately follows this exhortation, “ Behold I will pour 
out my & Spirit upon you, [ will make known. my words 
unto you.” The exhortation and command of God to 
impotent sinners to obey his law are not unrighteous, be- 
cause they are the guilty authors of their own inability, 
and God’s law cannot change to accommodate the sinner. 
His exhortation to helpless men to believe and be saved, 
is nota mockery of their impotence; but a dictate of his 
goodness, which is expressed in his preceptive will; be- 
cause in no other way can they be delivered from their 
wretchedness; and because their inability can never affect 
the truth and sincerity of God’s exhortations. Conse- 
quently, we conclude, with the great majority of divines, 
that this exhortation is not only to an attendance upon the 
ministry of the word, but also to faith and repentance, 
which are formed in the soul through means of the word, 
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Is. lv. 1, p. 165: “ These words are no call, invitation, or 
offer of grace to dead sinners, since they were spoken to 
such as are ‘ thirsty,’ ’ ’&c. We reply, that these words 
are a call to dead sinners indiscriminately, because God in 
the next verse expostulates with them, for spending their 
money for that which is not bread, and their labour for 
that which satisfieth not, which implies that they were 
pursuing happiness in unlawful ways, as is always the case 
with dead sinners. ‘The dead hear the voice of the Son 
of God, and they that hear shall live.” But the call of 
the gospel upon dead sinners makes nothing in favour of 
Arminian free will; for “ many are called, but few are 
chosen.” Consequently, it is not free-will, but God’s 
choice of them to salvation, that induces any of those who 
are called to yield a compliance. Besides, the gospel is 
the means by which sinners are made “ sensible,” Rom. 
vii. 9. In order to do this, it must be addressed to them. 
If the gospel were not addressed to dead sinners, it could 
not be preached at all; for all are dead till made “ sen- 
sible” by the gospel. ‘If not addressed to dead sinners, 
then, they are made sensible without any outward means 
whatever, contrary to the express testimony of sc ripture. 
These remarks are also intended to apply to other similar 
instances. See Rev. 1. 20, p. 133. 

Matt. xxiii. 37, p. 254: “The will of Christ to gather 
these persons, is not to be understood of his divine will; 
but of his human will, or of his will as man.’’ Not merely 
his human will, but also his divine preceptive will, which 
is, that all men to whom it is made known, should believe, 
repent, and be saved: by disobedience to which, men ag- 
gravate their guilt and condemnation. ‘“ But now com- 
mandeth all men every where to repent,’ Acts xvil. 30. 
Consequently this text is not to be restricted to temporal 
things. This view of the passage gives no advantage 
to Arminians, but more effectually stops their mouths. 
These remarks are intended to apply to Luke xix. 41, 42 
and other similar passages. Also, Acts ili. 19, p. 72, Loth 
line from the bottom. ‘The repentance and conversion 
commanded in this scripture is unquestionably “an in- 
ternal conversion of the soul to God.” But it has no- 
thing to do with human ability. It is the preceptive 
will of God that men should repent, and this pre ceptive 
will, being a transcript of his nature, isimmutable, whether 
men have ability to come up to itor not. While his de- 
cree “to GIVE repentance” to some who are equally dis- 
abled with others, is a transcript of his sovereignty. And 


the latter is not inconsistent with, nor contrary to the for- 
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mer; and, consequently, throws no obstacle to obedience 
in the way of any. 

Let the foregoing examples suffice; if there be any 
others of a similar character, the reader can easily apply 
to them the principles of this Essay. 

It is now proposed to place before the reader the gospel 
call, in its true scriptural light; than which, nothing can be 
more important. It is the foundation of faith; conse- 
quently, our faith cannot rise above the knowledge we 
possess of that foundation on which it rests. The great 
questions to be solved here, are— 

1. How can afree, untrammelled offer of the gospel con- 
sist with a definite or limited atonement? 

2. How can the sinner under the gospel dispensation be 
condemned for his unbelief, while he had no abiiity to be- 
lieve? 

The second question is fully answered in the following 
pages; and it need only be added here, 1. That there is 
nothing in either the decrees, or preceptive will, or pro- 
vidence of God, contributing to, or compelling the sinner’s 
inability and unbelief; but, on the other hand, God calls 
him to repentance both by his providence and preceptive 
will. 2. The sinner’s unbelief is voluntary, being his un- 
controlled choice to pursue the dictates of corrupt nature. 
“The wicked is snared in the work of his own hands.” 
Ps. ix. 16. 

The first question we shall now attempt to answer, 
namely,— 

How can a free untrammelled offer of the gospel consist 
with a definite or limited atonement? 

Before we proceed to a direct answer of this question, 
it will be necessary to explain what is intended by a definite 
atonement. By a definite atonement, then, is meant,— 
That God the Father gave his Son, and the Son laid 
down his life according to the decree, and with the pEsIGN 
to save those, and only those, who had been elected in him 
from all eternity. ‘According as he hath chosen us in him 
before the foundation of the world, that we should be holy 
and without blame before him in love,” Eph. i. 4: who 
had been given to him. ‘As thou hast given him power 
over all flesh, that he should give eternal life to as many 
as thou hast given him.” ‘I have manifested thy name 
unto the men which thou gavest me out of the world; 
thine they were, and thou gavest then me; and they have 
kept thy word.” “I pray for them; I pray not for the 
world, but for thern which thou hast given me; for they 
are thine.” John xvii. 2, 6, 9: who Jelieve in him in time, 
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“ And when the Gentiles heard this, they were glad, and 
glorified the word of the Lerd: and as many as were or- 
dained to eternal life, believed.” Acts xiii. 48: and who 
are eventually saved by him. “And I give unto them 
eternal life; and they shall never perish, neither shall any 
pluck them out of my hand.” “ My Father, which gave 
them me, is greater ‘than all; and none is able to pluck 
them out of my Father’s hand.” John x. 28, 29: according 
to the stipulations of the everlasting covenant of grace, 
“T have made a covenant with my chosen. I have sworn 
unto David my servant.” ‘ Thy seed will I establish for 
ever, and build up thy throne to ‘all generations.” Psalm 
Ixxxix. 3,4. These people are called in scripture, the elect 
—Christ’s sheep—people—bod y—spouse, &c. Such is the 
doctrine of the Reformed churches, in opposition to the 
error:sts already named, who agree in maintaining an in- 
definite, or universal atonement. If their view be em- 
braced, it involves usin many absurdities and econtradic- 
tions; for it represents our blessed Lord as dying for an 
uncertainty, in vain, and for those who were actually in 
hell at the very time he suffered. 

How, then, can the gospel be offered sencerely to all? It 
may be replied, 1. That the secret decree to apply effectu- 
ally the redemption purchased by Christ to those for whom 
he tntentionally died, did not, and could not, impose any 
restriction upon the free offer of Christ to all; did not and 
could not deprive any of their marrani to believe in him 
as freely as he is offered. 2. This secret decree derogates 
nothing from the infinite value of the atonement, which is 
amply sufficient to cancel the sins of the whole human 
race. 3. The gospel is not offered to elect, but to lost sin- 
ners. “ For the Son of man is come - seek and to save 
that which was lost.” Luke xix. 10. The offer of the 
gospel contains in itself, the offer of ability to embrace it. 
“For I will take you from among the heathen, and gather 
vou out of all countries, and will bring you into your own 
land. Then will I sprinkle clean w ater upon you, and ye 
shall be clean: from all your filthiness, and from all your 
idols, will I cleanse you.” A new heart also will I give 
you, and a new spirit will T put within you: and I will 

take away the stony heart out of your flesh, and I will give 
you a heart of flesh. And I will put my Spirit within 
you, and cause you to walk in my statutes, and ve shall 
keep my judgments, and do them. And ye shall dwell in 
the land that I gave to your fathers, and ye shall be mv 
peon! e, and Iwill be your God.” Ezek. xxxvi. 24—28, 

5. The secret decree of God is the rule by which he works, 

we his preceptive will is the rule of our obedience, and 
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for disobedience to which men are condemned. “ Se- 
cret things belong unto the Lord our God: but those things 
which are rev ealed belong unto us, and to our children for 
ever, that we may do all the words of this law.’’? Deut xxix. 
29. ‘Therefore, 6. The great commandment of his precep- 
tive will to men, yea, the substance of all his command- 
ments is, that they should believe in the Lord Jesus Christ 
to the saving of the soul. * And this is his commandment; 
‘That we should believe on the name of his Son Jesus 
Christ, and love one another, as he gave us command- 
ment.” 1 John ii. 23. Indeed, after man had sinned, 
God could make no farther revelation of himself in any 
other way than by the infliction of the penalty of his vio- 
lated law, or on the ground of a surety for him. Our 
Lord Jesus Christ became that surety, “ By so much was 
Jesus made a surety of a better testament.” Heb. vii. 22. 
Hence, the law revealed by Moses at Sinai is prefaced 
with the gospel, “ And God spake all these words, saying, 
Tam the Lord thy God, which have brought thee out of 
the land of Egypt, out of the house of bonds ge.” x. xx. 
1,2. The law was not, and could not be, the condition of 
life and death, having failed already in that respect by the 
sin of Adam. “ For if there had been a law given wHIcH 
COULD HAVE GIVEN LIFE, a righteousness ‘should have 
been by the law.”? Gal. iil. 21. Consequently, the use of 
the Jaw now is to convince of sin, “for by the law is the 
knowledge of sin;” and of our per ishing need of an interest 
in Christ, “ when the commandment came, I died;” and 
to regulate the heart and life, “ being not without law to 
God, but under the law to Christ.”? 1 Cor. ix. 21. From 
ail which, the conclusion irresistibly follows, That sinners 
of mankind, as such, of every country, orade, age, sex, and 
outward condition, who hear the gospel, have an UNQUES- 
TIONABLE WARRANT to receive the Lord Jesus Christ imme- 
diately, as soon as they hear his blessed name, for the full 
pardon of all their sins, however enormous those sins may 
be, and for a title to eternal life, however degraded may be 
their present condition. To prove this great and precious 
truth shall be the design of what we have farther to say. 
The following things, then, constitute the sinner’s WARRANT 
to receive the Lord Jesus Christ: 

1. The atonement was made in our NATURE. Hence, 
Christ is a kinsman Redeemer to the whole human race. 
As our kinsman he made satisfaction in the nature that 
had sinned. He “was made of a woman;” was “ found 
in fashion as a man.” “ Forasmuch then as the children 
are partakers of flesh and blood, he also himself likewise 
took part of the same; that through death he might de- 
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stroy him that had the power of death, that is, the devil; 
and deliver them, who, through fear cf death, were all 
their life-time subject to bon: lage.” “ For verily he took 
not on him the nature of angels; vut he took on him the 
seed of Abraham.” Heb. u. 14—16. Therefore, says 
the evangelist, ‘‘ And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt 
among us, (and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the 
only begotten of the Father,) fall of grace and truth.” 
John i. 14. If our Lord was made flesh, then he is the 
kinsman Redeemer of the whole human race; for God 
‘hath made of one BLoop all nations of men,” that “dwell 
on all the face of the earth.” Acts xvii. 26. 

2. The satisfaction of Christ for sin was PERFECT, yea, of 
infinite value. ‘“ Seventy weeks are determined upon thy 
people and upon thy holy city, to finish the transgression, 
and to make an end of sins, and to make reconciliation 
for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness, and 
to seal up ap? vision and prophecy, and to anoint the Most 
Holy.” Dan. ix. 24. “The Lord is well pleased for his 
er lane ‘ened he will magnify the law, and make 
it honourable.” Is. xlii. 21. “But he was wounded for 
our transgressions, lie was bruised for our iniquities; the 
chastisement of our peace was upon him; and with his 
stripes we are healed.” Is. lilt. 5. Hence it is said of him, 
1 Pet. ii. 24, “ Who his own self bare our sins in his 
own body on the tree;” and again, 1 John i. 7, “ The blood 
of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin.” “ For 
by one offering he hath perfected for ever them that are 
sanctified.” Heb. x. 14. 

3. God caLLs upon all mankind to whom he sends the 
gospel, without any restriction or limitation, to believe in 
Christ for the remission of sins, and consequent salvation. 
‘Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the earth; 
for I am God, and there is none else.”’ Is. xlv. 22.‘ Ho, 
every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters, and he 
that hath no money; come ye, buy, and eat; yea, come, 
buy wine and milk without money and without price.” 
“Wherefore do ye spend money for that which is not 
bread? and your labour for that which satisfieth not? 
hearken diligently unto me, and eat ye that which is good, 
and let your soul delight itself in fatness.” Is. lv. 1, 2. In 
the last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood and 
cried, saying, If any man thirst, let him come unto me, 
and drink.” John vii. 37. “ Again, he sent forth other 
servants, saying, Tell them which are bidden, Behold, I 
have prepared my dinner; my oxen and my fatlings are 
killed, and all things are ready; come unto the marriage.” 

46* 
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Matt. xxii. 4. “ Hearken unto me now therefore, O ye 
children, and attend tothe words of my mouth.” Prov. vii. 
24. “Unto you, O men, I call; and my voice is to the 
sons of men.” ‘“ Now therefore hearken unto me, O ye 
children: for blessed are they that keep my ways.” Prov. 
vill. 4,32. “Come, eat of my bread, and drink of the 
wine which I have mingled.” Prov. ix. 5. “And as 
Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness, even so 
must the Son of man be lifted up: That whosoever be- 
lieveth in Lim should not perish, but have eternal life. 
‘or God so loved the world, that he gave his only-begotten 
Son, that whosoever believeth in him, should not perish, 
but have everlasting life. For God sent not his Son into 
the world to condemn the world, but that the world through 
him might be saved.” John ii. 14—17. “I, Jesus, have 
sent rine angel to testify unto you these things in the 
churches. Iam the root and the offspring of David, and 
the bright and morning-star. And the Spirit and the 
bride say, Come. And let him that heareth say, Come. 
And let him that is athirst, come. And whosoever will, 
let him take the water of life freely.” Rev. xxii. 16, 17. 
4. God promises salvation to all who comply with the 
call of the gospel. “Incline your ear, and come unto me: 
hear, and your soul shall live; and I will make an ever- 
lasting covenant with you, even the sure mercies of David. 
Behold, | have given him for a witness to the people, a 
leader and commander to the people.” Is. lv. 3,4. “ And 
I will give them one beart and one way, that they may fear 
me for ev er, for the good of them, and of their children 
after them; And I will make an everlasting covenant 
with them, that I will not turn away from them, to do them 
good; but [ will put my fear in their hearts, that they shali 
not depart from me. Yea, I will rejoice over them to do 
them good; and [ will plant them im this land assuredly 
with my whole heart and with my whole soul.” Jer. xxxi. 
39—41. “He that believeth on the Son, hath everlasting 
life; and he that believeth not the Son, shall not see life ; 
but the wrath of God abideth on him.” John iii. 36. 
“ Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that heareth my word, 
and believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life, 
and shall not come into condemnation; but is passed from 
death unto life.” John v. 24. “And Jesus said unto them, 
I am the bread of life: he that cometh to me, shall never 
hunge r; and he that believeth on me, shall never thirst.” 
John vi. 35. “ Jesus said unto her, [am the resurrection, 
and the life: he that believeth in me, though he were 
dead, yet shall he live: And whosoever liveth, and be- 
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lieveth in me, shall neverdie. Believest thou this?” John 
xi. 25, 26. ‘ For whatsoever is born of God, overcometh 
the world: and this is the victory that overcometh the 
world, even our faith.” 1 John v. 4. ‘ He that overcometh, 
the same shall be clothed in white raiment; and I will not 
blot out his name out of the book of life, but I will con- 
fess his name before my I'ather, and before his angels.” 
Rev. ill. “To him that overcometh will I grant to sit 
with me in my throne, even as Lalso overcame, and am 
set down with my Father in his throne.” Rev. iii. 21. 
“Verily, verily, | say unto you, He that believeth on me 
hath everlasting life. I am that bread of life. Your 
fathers did eat manna in the wilderness, and are dead. 
This is the bread which cometh down from heaven, that 
a man may eat thereof, and not die. I am the living 
bread which came down from heaven: if any man eat of 
this bread, he shall live for ever: and the bread that I will 
give is my flesh, which I will give for the life of the 
world.” John vi. 47—51. “The words that I speak unto 
you they are spirit, and they are Lire.”’ John vi. 63. 

5. God comMANDs all men to whom the gospel is sent 
to believe that they may be saved. ‘ And this is his com- 
mandment; That we should believe on the name of his 
Son Jesus Christ, and love one another, as he gave us 
commandment.” | John ii. 23. “ ‘The Lord thy God will 
raise up unto thee a Prophet from the midst of thee. of thy 
brethren, like unto me; unto him ye shall hearken.” Deut. 
xviii. 15. ‘ While he yet spake, behold, a bright cloud 
overshadowed them: and behold, a voice out of the cloud, 
which said, This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well 
pleased : hear ye him.” Matt. xvii. 5. “Jesus answered 
and said unto them, ‘This is the work of God, that ye be- 
lieve on him whom he hath sent.” John vi. 29. “He that 
believeth and is baptized, shall be saved; but he that be- 
lieveth not, shall be damned.” Mark xvi. 16. “T said 
therefore unto you, that ye shall die in your sins; for if 
ye believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your sins.” 
Jobn viii. 24. 

6. God has promised his Son to us, and salvation in 
him, under the solemnity of an oatH. ‘‘ Because he could 
swear by no greater, he sware by himself.” “For men 
verily swear by the greater: and an oath for confirmation 
is to them an end of all strife. Wherein God, willing 
more abundantly to show unto the heirs of promise the 
immutability of his counsel, confirmed it by an oath: 
That by two immutable things, in which it was impossi- 
ble for God to lie, we might “have a strong consolation, 
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who have fled for refuge to lay hold upon the hope set be- 
fore us.” Heb. vi. 16—18. Again, “Say unto them, as 
I Live, saith the Lord God, I have no pleasure in the death 
of the wicked; but that the wicked turn from his way and 
live: turn ye, turn ye from your evil ways; for why will 
ye die, O house of Israel?” iszek. xxiii. 11. 

7. For the still greater confirmation of our faith, if that 
were possible, God has committed the whole to wririne., 
We are not left to the testimony of others; nor to the un- 
certainty of tradition handed down from one generation to 
another. Jor God himself las given us the very record 
of his Son which we have in the Scriptures. “If we re- 
rig the witness of men, the wituess of God is greater: 
for this is the witness of God which he hath testified of 
his Son. He that believeth on the Son of God hath the 
witness in himself: he that believeth not God, hath made 
him a liar, because he believeth not the record that God 
gave of his Son. And this is the record, that God hath 
given to us eternal life; and this life is in his Son. He 
that hath the Son, hath life; and he that hath not the Son 
of God, hath not life. These things have I written unto 
you that believe on the name of the Son of God; that ye 
may know that ye have eternal life, and that ye may be- 
lieve on the name of the Son of God.” 1 John v. 9—13. 
God spake all these words; the penmen were merely his 
amanuenses, “ nwt in these last days spoken unto us by 
his Son.” Heb. i. 2. Therefore says the apostle, “ All 
scripture is given = inspiration of God, and is profitable 
for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in 
righteousness : That the man of God may be perfect, 
pena acd furnished unto all good works.”’ 2 Tim. iii. 16, 

This is greater certainty than one rising from the dead, 
or - than an audible voice from heaven. “For we have 
not followed cunningly devised fables, when we made 
known unto you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, but were eye-witnesses of his majesty. For he 
received from God the Father honour and glory, when 
there came such a voice to him from the excellent glory, 
This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased. 
And this voice which came from heaven we heard, when 
we were with him in the holy mount. We have also a 
MORE SURE WorD of prophecy; whereunto ye do well that 
ve take heed, as unto a light that shineth in a dark place, 
until the day dawn, and the day-star arise in your hearts; 
Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the scripture is of 
any private interpretation. For the prophecy came not 
in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake 
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as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” 2 Pet. i. 16— 
21. 

8. God has sEaLep all the promises of the gospel to us 
with his own blood. Seals are affixed to written instru- 
ments for greater solemnity and security. The offer of 
Christ in the gospel bears the seal of God the Father, the 
King’s signet which no man may disannul. “ Labour not 
for the meat which perisheth, but for that meat which en- 
dureth unto everlasting life, which the Son of man shall 
give unto you: for him hath God the Father sealed.” 
John vi. 27. The gospel is the last will, or testament of 
the Lord Jesus Christ, sealed with his precious blood. 
“And for this cause he is the mediator of the new testa- 
ment, that by means of death, for the redemption of the 
transgressions that were under the first testament, they 
which are called might receive the promise of eternal in- 
heritance. J*or where a testament is, there must also of 
necessity be the death of the testator. For a testament is 
of force after men are dead: otherwise it is of no strengih 
at all while the testator liveth. Whereupon neither the 
first testament was dedicated without blood.’ Heb. ix. 
15—18. Consequently it is said of those who believe, 
‘“ He that hath received his testimony hath set to his seal 
that God is true.” John iii. 33. 

Can a firmer foundation be laid, or even imagined for 
faith in the Lord Jesus Christ than is here presented? 
What more do lost sinners require? Christ is your kins- 
man; his satisfaction for sin is infinite; God calls you to 
trust in him for salvation; promises you life in him, 
which promise he has confirmed by oath; and committed 
the whole to writing, which writing he has sealed with 
his own blood! How great then is the guilt of an unbe- 
lieving world? Verily, men are left without excuse; they 
have no cloak for their sin. Their guilt is manifest— 

1. Because they are the guilty authors of their own mi- 
sery. They murder the soul which is of more value than 
the whole world. Hence says the Saviour, “ For whoso 
findeth me findeth life, and shall obtain favour of the Lord. 
But he that sinneth against me wrongeth his own soul: 
all they that hate me love death.’”’ Prov. vill. 35, 36. 
“ And this is the condemnation, that light is come into the 
world, and men loved darkness rather than light, because 
their deeds were evil. For every one that doeth evil, 
hateth the light, neither cometh to the light, lest his deeds 
should be reproved.” John iii. 19, 20. 

2. They despise the most precious, the most glorious of 
all God’s gifts to men. “Thanks be unto God for his un- 
speakable gift.’’ 2 Cor. ix. 15. 
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3. They regard the precious blood of Christ as a com- 
mon, useless thing. “Of how much sorer punishment, 
suppose ye, shall he be thought worthy, who hath trodden 
under foot the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of 
the covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy 
thing, and hath done despite unto the Spirit of grace?” 
Heb. x. 29. 

4. They sin against the highest token of divine love it 
was possible even for God himself to give to men. “ For 
when we were yet without strength, in due time Chirist 
died for the ungodly. For scarcely for a righteous man 
will one die: yet peradventure for a good man some would 
even dare todie. But God commendeth his love towards 
us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us.” 
Rom. v. 6—8. 

They prefer the empty baubles of this world, the 
evanescent pleasures of sense, ‘‘ to an inheritance incorrup- 
tible, and undefiled, and that fadeth not away.” 1 Pet 1. 4. 

They treat the veracity, yea, the oath of God, as 
though he were a sinful man like themselves. “ He that 
believeth on the Son of God hath the witness in himself: 
he that believeth not God, hath made him a liar, because 
he believeth not the record that God gave of his Son.” 
— v. 10. ; 

They despise the threatenings of the divine law, 
nak against unbelievers. ‘“‘ Behold, ye despisers, and 
wonder, and perish: for I work a work in your days, a 
work which ye shall 1 in no wise believe, though a man de- 
clare it unto you.” Acts xii. 41. 

8. They remain voluntarily under the curse of that 
law which they have transgressed. “‘ Now we know that 
what things soever the law saith, it saith to them who are 
under the law; that every mouth may be stopped, and all 
the world may become guilty befere God.” Rom. iii. 19. 
“ Do not think that I will accuse you to the Father: there 
is one that accuseth you, even Moses, in whom ye trust.’ 
John v. 45. “For as many as are of the works of the 
law, are under the curse: for it is written, Cursed is every 
one that continueth notin all things which are written in 
the book of the law to do them.” Gal. iii. 10 


9. ‘They nevertheless dream of heaven on the ground of 


their own fancied virtues. “ And he spake this parable 
unto certain which trusted in themselves that they were 
righteous, and despised others.” Luke xviii. 9. ‘“ There is 
a generation that are pure in their own eyes, and yet is not 
washed from their filthiness. There is a generation, 0 


how lofty are their eyes! and their eyelids are lifted up.” 
Prov. xxx. 12, 13. 
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10. They claim to be innocent, and hate those who 
warn them to flee from the wrath to come. “ Yet thou 
sayest, Because I am innocent, surely his anger shall turn 
from me: behold, I will plead with thee, because thou 
sayest, I have not sinned.” Jer. 11. 35.“ And the king of 
Israel said unto Jehoshaphat, There is yet one man, 
Micaiah the son of Imlah, by whom we may inquire of the 
Lord: but I hate him; for he doth not prophesy good con- 
cerning me, but evil. And Jehoshaphat said, Let not the 
king say so.” 1 Kings xxii. 8. 

If through the blessing of God, this brief essay shall be 
found to aid, in any degree, the humble inquirer after the 


way of life, it will accomplish the writer’s design and ful- 
fil his highest expectations. 


—_—_— 


Dr. M‘Carrell and the Temperance Controversy. 


Ir would be not a little amusing to witness the vain boastings, 
selfishness, inconsistency and weakness of human nature, were not 
all mankind involved in the common ruin: so that he who condemns 
his neighbour, generally condemns himself, being involved in the 


same sins; and the mirth excited by the follies of others, is gene- 
rally at our own expense. 


Seven years ago the editor of the Christian Magazine sung us a 
sweet lullaby over the harmony of the Associate Synod of New 
York, which might induce one to believe that there was nothing 
among them except billing and cooing, but hic mutavit; and we 
suppose the ready excuse will be tempora mutantur. 


The foregoing thoughts were suggested by the perusal of the 
following extracts from the Magazine for March: 


“Since writing our introductory article, we have received, from Newburgh, an 
extra paper, containing Dr. McCarrell’s vindication of his sermons on temperance. 
In speaking of the sentiments of the press, he says, ‘lhe Christian Magazine, by 
his own showing, was not in a condition to give an intelligent opinion in the case, 
for he ‘had not read the discourses.’ ‘He that answereth a matter before he hear- 
eth it, it is folly and shame unto him.’”’ Prov. xviii. 13. 

‘* Whether this is a candid view of our remarks, the reader may judge. We said, 
‘ judging from the extracts which we have seen, for we have not seen the sermons, we 
must say that we exceedingly regret their publication. ’’ [Magazine, Dec. No.]} 

“In the extra, authorities, ministers, editors, elders, &c., are given, who concur 
with the doctor in his opinions. Among the rest, one letter from a brother in the 
Dr's. native state is given. We give the following extract from the letter of a minis- 
ter inthe Dr's. native state: 

‘The ultra doctrine, against which he (Dr. M.) combats, has not found its way 
here; and what he intended, perhaps, as an antidote, is used as the defence of lip- 
pling, to the reproach of the A. R. Church.’ 

“ The following, in the extra, is a specimen of the reasoning of a chief part of the 
sermons: 

“¢The Missionary Herald of the present month contains additional evidence on 
two points for which I have contended. Ist. That total abstinence is a Mohamme- 
dan doctrine ; and 2d. That it is not an effectual cure for the sin of intemperance. 

“ ¢Dr. Wright, in his Journal, remarks: ‘ Although the use of wine is unlawful 
among Musselmen, it is drunk to great excess by a large number of the first men of 
the city.” ‘The Moolahs preach against the use of wine, and pronounce a thou- 
sand terrible denunciations against all who transgress the laws of Mobammed, but 
their words are not listened to.’ ” 

“ This argumentum ad inridiam, seems to be a favourite one. The unity of the 
Godhead is Mohammedan doctrine, so is the resurrection of the dead: are these 
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therefore untrue? And the Dr's. inference from the Moohlah's want of success, 
would be just as logical and just as true, if applied, to show that the preaching of 
the gospe! is ‘not an effectual cure’ of sin. The preachers preach agairst sin, 
and pronounce a thousand terrible denunciations against all who transgress the 
laws of God; ‘ but their words are not listened to.” 

“So far are we from believing that not one of the Dr’s. positions can be over- 
thrown, that we have the presumption to think it would be no great affair to over- 
turn nearly every one which he takes up, in opposition to total abstinence. But as 
: —— has undertaken this work, we leave the business, at present, in his 
1ands.’ 


Poor Dr. M‘Carrell! he should have been wiser. Having beguna 
downward course, it is difficult to return. He had declared that he 
could not conscientiously be restricted to an inspired Psalmody. 
This would, no doubt, be pleasing to the Presbyterian and Re- 
formed Dutch churches, and encourage them to take liberties with 
him. Accordingly. when he attempted to prove the necessity of 
the Spirit’s work to make men better, the New-York Observer 
called him Satan. The editor of the Magazine, determined not to 
be surpassed by his ally, is out upon the Dr. with equal virulence. 

Having launched his frail bark on the popular current, he should 
have immediately put back to land, or continued to float down the 
stream like a piece of drift wood ina freshet. There was no middle 
course for him. Besides, this floating down stream has its advan- 
tages; it makes one prominent; it requires less effort; it secures a 
fat living, and abundance of popular applause. We sympathize 
with the doctor: but he should have been wiser. He should have 
known that many of the voluntary associations are the popular gods 
of the day, occupying among Protestants the place of images in 
Roman Catholic chapels; especially that teetotalism from the use of 
wine in any circumstances, not excepting even divine ordinances, is 
great Diana herself, by which the multitude obtain their notoriety, 
and which they confidently rely upon as a safe passport to future 
happiness. Of course it cannot be expected that men who reject the 
imputed righteousness of our divine Redeemer, should be able to 
perceive the necessity of the saving work of the Spirit of God. 

If any should denounce us on account of these remarks, as they 
have the Dr., we can only say, we have no more respect for their 
judgment than for their denunciations. 

If any tippler should use any thing we say, ‘‘as a defence of tip- 
pling,” we have only to say that “ drunkards cannot inherit the king- 
dom of God.” 

If any person should think himself a better man, in the sight of 
God, because he has signed a temperance pledge, we reply that the 


Lord Jesus Christ is the onLy saviour of sinners. 
———— 


LIFE OF THOMAS M‘CRIE, D. D. 


“ We have not read a memoir for a long time past, with the same interest and 
delight, with which we have perused this account of the late Dr. M‘Crie. We had 
long been acquainted with him, through the medium of those historical works, 
which raised him to the very first rank among the literary characters of his age ; 
and we rejoice that the means are now furnished for obtaining a more intimate 
knowledge of their excellent and lamented author. 

“The work of preparing a record of the life and labours of the biographer of 
John Knox could not have been committed to abler or better hands than those of 
the son, who bears his father’s name, is his successor in the ministerial office, and 
seeins to have inherited, in an eminent degree, his father’s fondness for historical 
researches. ‘The volume before us is a valuable piece of biography, full of incident 
and life, well condensed, and well written, catholic in its spirit, and, withal, modest 
and unpretending. Indeed, it is seldom that the life of a Christian pastor, and of a 
man of literature, presents so much, in a variety of incident, to seep up the interest 
of the narrative.” — Christian Mag. 
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6. When Christ says to the church of the Laodiceans, “ Because 
thou art lukewarm, and neither cold nor hot, I will spue thee out of 
my mouth,”’™ let it be observed that the state of this church, and the 
members of it, was such that she was not “ cold,” without a princi- 
ple of spiritual life and love, and a profession of religion; nor “hot,” 
lively, warm, and zealous in the exercise of grace, and discharge of 
duty; but “lukewarm,” indifferent, unconcerned about her own 
condition, and the honour and interest of Jesus Christ, a frame of 
soul very disagreeable to Christ, and therefore, to show his resent- 
ment of it, he threatens to spue her “ out of his mouth,’”’ as men do 
that which is ungrateful to them: which designs some chastisement 
or affliction, and that in order to bring her to a sense of her present 
condition, and out of it; for certain it is he had a love, an unchange- 
able and everlasting one, to many in this church ; wherefore he says, 
“As many as [ love, 1 rebuke and chasten; be zealous theretore, 
and repent, ver. 19. 


ee 


SECTION LX. 


Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the 
door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.—Rev. iii. 20. 


From hence it is concluded,t that Christ stands and knocks at 
the heart of unregenerate sinners by the ministry of the word, and 
that they have sufficient grace and strength to open their hearts 
unto him, or else he knocks in vain; for what wise man would 
stand at another’s door and knock, if he knew there were not any 
within that could open to him? and since it is required of men in 
conversion, to open their hearts to Christ, it follows, that the work 
is not performed by an irresistible power, or without the consent 
and co-operation of the will of man. But, 

1. It should be proved that the ministry of the word is ever sig- 
nified by knocking at the hearts of unregenerate sinners, or that 
God, or Christ, are said to knock at men’s hearts by the ministry 
of the word. Men can strike the ear, God only can reach and strike 
the heart, which is done when the gospel comes “ not in word only, 
but in power, and in the Holy Ghost;”’ and when God does this, 
he does not knock and rap, and then wait till entrance is made from 
within; but he strikes home, and at once opens the door of the 
heart, as he did Lydia’s, by his powerful and efficacious grace. It 
should also be proved, that God, in conversion, does command and 
require men to open their hearts unto him, neither of which can be 
proved either from this text or from any other in the whole bible; 
nor is it in the power of unregenerate men, being dead in trespasses 
and sins, nor in their will, inclinations, desires, and affections, their 
“carnal mind” being “enmity against God ”’ and Christ, to open 
their hearts and let them in. And supposing that these words do 
represent Christ standing and knocking at the door of men’s hearts, 
by the external ministry of the word, has he not “the key of the 
house of’ David, with which “he opens and no man shuts?” and 
lets himself in by the power of his grace, without offering any vio- 


* Rev. iii. 16. Vide Remonstr. in Coll. Hag. art. v. p. 14. 
t Bellarmin. de Gratia et Lib. Arbitr |. 1, c.11; Remonstr. in Coll. Hag art. iii., 
and iv. p. 274. Whitby, p. 2-6; ed. 2. 279. 
VOL, XVIII.—47 
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lence to the wills of men, since his people are made “ a willing peo- 
ple in the day of his power.’”’ Hence his knocking is not in vain, 
since to his elect not only sufficient but efficacious grace is given, by 
which the door of their hearts is opened to him, and others are left 
inexcusable, who are ready to make such shifis as these; had he 
knocked, I would have opened; had I heard, I would have believed; 
had I known, I would have done this and the other thing. But, 

2. These words are not spoken to, nor of unregenerate sinners, 
nor have they any reference to the opening of men’s hearts in con- 
version, but are directed to “ the angel of the church of the’’ Lao- 
diceans, and to the members of that church, persons that professed 
the name of Christ; who, though they were not “hot,” yet were 
not cold, and for whom Christ had a regard, though they were in 
this lukewarm state; and, therefore, takes every proper method to 
bring them out of it; which was much the same with the church in 
Cant. v. 2. “I sleep, but my heart waketh: it is the voice of my 
beloved that knocketh, saying, Open to me, my sister, my love, my 
dove, my undefiled’’—a place parallel to this text, and which is the 
only one besides in which Christ is said to knock, and require any 
to open to him. Now his “standing at the door” may either mean 
his near approach to judgment, see James v. 8, 9; (this church of 
Laodicea, being the last of the churches, represents the state of the 
church in the last times,* which will bring on and conclude with the 
general judgment;) or else his attendance on this church is meant, 
which shows his continued love, care, condescension, and patience 
towards it. His “knocking” at the door is not by the ministry of 
the word, but by some afflictive dispensation of providence, perhaps 
persecution. This church was in a sleepy, lukewarm, indifferent, 
secure frame of spirit, as appears from ver. 15—18. Christ will 
not suffer her to continue so, and, therefore, takes his rod in his 
hand, stands at her door, and gives some severe knocks and raps to 
bring her to herself, and out of this indolent, supine, and self-confi- 
dent state and condition she was in; which sense is confirmed by 
the preceding verse, “as many as I love, I rebuke and chasten: be 
zealous, therefore, and repent.” The promise he makes to such 
who “ hear ”’ his “ voice,” that is, the “ men of wisdom who hear the 
rod, and who hath appointed it,’”? when “ the Lord’s voice ecrieth,” 
to a “city,” or a church, and “open” to him, that is, by the lively 
exercise of faith and love, and which is owing to his “ putting in ”’ 
his “hand by the hole of the door,” is, that he “will come in to” 
them, and “sup” with them, and they with him, which may, in 
general, design communion and fellowship in his house and ordi- 
nances, or in particular, “the marriage-supper of the Lamb,” to 
which they who are “ called ”” are pronounced “ blessed.” 
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* This notion has no foundation in scripture, as some good men have supposed. 
The seven churches were seven congregations then existing. The minister of 
each is addressed in the singular number, by the appellation of “ angel..'—Epiror. 
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[This work failing to make the number of pages promised in the prospectus, in 
order to supply the deficiency the following Essay on Justification, being the sub- 


stance of a discourse recently preached by the editor to the people of his charge, is 
inserted. ] 


. 






A Brief Essay on Justification. 


“ Being justified freely by his grace, through the redemption that is in Christ 
Jesus.’’—Rom, iii. 24. 


NoTHING more is designed in the present essay than a very brief 
and plain statement of the doctrine of justification, as it is believed 
and maintained by the reformed churches. 

That we may understand the naéure of justification, it will be ne- 
cessary to inquire into the import of the term. By an examination 
of those passages of Scripture where the word occurs, its general 
meaning will be found analogous to a sentence of acquittal pro- 
nounced by the judge in a court of judicature, upon a person that 
had been charged with crime. Hence it is the opposite of condem- 
nation. The word is sometimes applied to other subjects than the 
justification of believers. But in such cases, it will still be found to 
convey the idea of judicial process. It is said, Luke vii. 29, that 
“all the people and publicans justified God,” which intimates the 
sentence which they passed in their own minds, that God is just. 
It is also said the Pharisees justified themselves. The true meaning 
of the word, however, is not obscured, but rather made obvious by 
such instances of its use, especially if the following direct proofs 
from scripture be duly considered. “If there be a controversy be- 
tween men, and they come unto judgment, that the judges may 
judge them; then they shall justify the righteous, and condemn 
the wicked.”’? Deut. xxv. 1. “He that justifieth the wicked, and 
he that condemneth the just, even they both are abomination to 
the Lord.”” Prov. xvii. 15. “ Which justify the wicked for reward, 
and take away the righteousness of the righteous from him.” Is. v. 
23. Consequently, justification is not the making the sinner actually 
holy, but declaring him to be legally righteous. 

But the nature of justification will appear if we consider the sus- 
sects of it—the aurHor—the BLESSINGS CONFERRED—the Pno- 
CURING CAUSE—the INSTRUMENT—an® the ErFEcTs. And, 

I. Sinful men lying under the curse of a broken law are the sus- 
sEcTs of justification. “For as many as are of the works of the law, are 
under the curse: for it is written, Cursed is every one that continueth 
not in all things which are written in the book of the law to do 
them.” Gal. iii. 10,“ Asit is written, There is none righteous, no, 
not one;’’ “They are all gone out of the way, they are together be- 
come unprofitable: there is none that doeth good, no, not one.” 
Rom. iii. 10—12, Tribulation and anguish upon every soul of 
man that doeth evil; of the Jew first, and also of the Gentile.” Rom. 
ii. 9. «Therefore by the deeds of the law, there shall no flesh be 
justified in his sight: for by the law is the knowledge of sin.”” Rom. 
iii. 20. “He that believeth not is condemned already.” Jobn iii. 

18. “Knowing this, that our old man is erucified with him, that the 
body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve 
sin.” Rom. y. 6. This is a faithful saying, and worthy of all ac- 
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ceptation, that Christ Jesus came into the world to save sinners: of 
whom I am chief.”? 1 Tim. i. 15. “But go ye and learn what that 
meaneth, I will have mercy, and not sacrifice: for I am not come to 
call the righteous, but sinners to repentance.”’ Mat, ix. 13, “ For 
the Son of man is come to save that which was lost.” Matt. xviii. 11. 
* But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that justifieth 
the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteousness.”’ Rom. iv. 5. 

Again: Sinners of all descriptions are the subjects of justification. 
“Is he the God of the Jews only? is he not also of the Gentiles? 
Yes, of the Gentiles also:” “Seeing it is one God which shall jus- 
tify the cireumeision by faith, and uncircumcision through faith.” 
Rom. iii. 29, 30, “ Cometh this blessedness then upon the circum- 
cision only, or upon the uncircumcision also? For we say that faith 
was reckoned to Abraham for righteousness ;’’ “and the father of 
circumcision to them who are not of the circumcision only, but who 
also walk in the steps of that faith of our father Abraham, which he 
had, being yet uncircumcised ;” “ For the promise that he should be 
the heir of the world was not to Abraham, or to his seed, through 
the law, but through the righteousness of faith.” Rom. iv. 9, 12, 13. 
“ And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen 
through faith, preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In 
thee shall all nations be blessed.” Gal. iii. 8. 

II. God is the author of justification, It is God that justifieth.” 
Rom. viii. 23. It is said in our text to be “freely by nurs grace.”’ 
‘This leads us to observe, 

1. That justification is an act of divine sovereignty. If it is done 
“ freely,’ then it could not arise either from any necessity of nature 
in God, or from any obligation upon God towards the sinner, Con- 
sequently, the whole of salvation is referred by the apostle to the 
Ephesians i. 5, “ to the good pleasure of his will,” (verse 9,) “ which 
he hath purposed in himself.” 

2. It is an act of divine authority. “For the Lord is our judge, 
the Lord is our lawgiver, the Lord is our King; he will save us.” 
Is. xxviii, 22. “There is one lawgiver, who is able to save, and 
to destroy: who art thou that judgest another?” James iv. 12. 
“ Against thee, thee only, have I sinned, and done this evil in thy 
sight: that thou mightest be justified when thou speakest, and be 
clear when thou judgest.” Ps. li, 4. “Why doth this man speak 
blasphemies? who can forgive sins but God only ?”’? Mark ii. 7. 

3. An act of sovereign unmerited favour, in opposition to any 
claim of creature merit whatever. “ For what saith the scripture? 
Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteous- 
ness.”” Rom. iv. 3. “For by grace are ye saved, through faith; and 
that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: Not of works, lest any 
man should boast.’”? Eph. ii. 8,9. “Who hath saved us, and called us 
with a holy ealling, not according to our works, but according to 
his own purpose and grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus 
before the world began; but is now made manifest by the ap- 
pearing of our Saviour Jesus Christ, who hath abolished death, and 
hath brought life and immortality to light through the gospel.” 
2 Tim. i. 9,10. “For he saith to Moses, I will have mercy on 
whom I will have mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I 
will have compassion.”’ Rom. ix. 15. These scriptures imply that 
there was nothing in us which could move God to justify us; but 
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every thing to call forth his wrath. “Among whom also we all 
had our conversation in times past in the lusts of our flesh, fulfilling 
the desires of the flesh and of the mind; and were by nature the 
children of wrath, even as others.” Eph. ii. 3. “And when I passed 
by thee, and saw thee polluted in thine own blood, I said unto thee 
when thou wast in thy blood, Live ; yea,I said unto thee when thou 
wast in thy blood, Live.’”? Ezek. xvi. 6. All the glory of man’s 
salvation is to be ascribed for ever to God, “That in the ages to come 
he might shew the exceeding riches of his grace in his kindness 
towards us, through Christ Jesus. Not of works, lest any man 
should boast.”? Eph. ii. 7—9. All confidence in human merit is a 
contempt put upon God’s rich mercy; and all human boasting the 
mere ravings of corrupt nature, “ Where is boasting then? It is 
excluded. By what law? of works? Nay; but by the law of faith.” 
Rom. iii. 27. 

II. Pardon of sin and acceptance with God constitute the great 
blessings conferred in justification. “I, even I, am he that blotteth 
out thy transgressions for mine own sake, and will not remem- 
ber thy sins,” Is, xliii, 25. “I have blotted out, as a thick cloud, 
thy transgressions, and as a cloud, thy sins: return unto me; for I 
have redeemed thee.”’ Is. xliv. 22. And here it may be observed, 

1. The possession of these blessings presupposes union to Christ. 
“ He hath made us accepted in the Beloved.” Eph.i. 6, Our union 
to Christ lays the foundation for the imputation of his righteousness 
tous. Not that there is in justification any transfer of the moral 
character or personality of Christ to the believer; but there is a legal 
union between him as their federal head, and them as his represen- 
tees. They are one in Jaw. “In the Lord shall all the seed of 
Israel be justified.” Is, xiv. 25. 

2. Pardon respects the guilt of sin, and is the removal of the 
sinner’s obligation to punishment. “I will forgive their iniquity, 
and I will remember their sins no more.”” Jer. xxxi. 34. The par- 
don of a criminal by an earthly judge is at the expense of justice ¢ 
but here it is not only in strict accordance with justice, but every 
way glorifying to it. Our God is “a just God and a Saviour.” ‘The 
civil ruler pardons from considerations of policy, God from a regard 
to justice; or the civil ruler pardons from a regard to the criminal, 
but God from a regard to his own glory. “I, even 1, am he that 
blotteth out thy transgressions for mine own sake.”’ It is then a 
total absolution of the sinner now and for ever from punishment, 
“There is therefore now no condemnation to them which are in 
Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh, but after the Spirit.” 
Rom. viii. 1. And this absolution proceeds on the ground of a per- 
fect satisfaction to the law by the sinner’s surety. “ God, for Christ’s 
sake, hath forgiven you.”? Eph. iv. 32. 

3. Acceptance with God implies the restoration of his lost favour, 
together with a legal title to all the blessings of salvation. In human 
judicatures the acquittal of a person charged with crime, confers no 
additional privileges upon him beyond those whieh he previously 
enjoyed; but here the acquittal is accompanied with a legal title to 
heaven itself. Thou art mine.” Is, xliii. 1. “This people have 
I formed for myself.” Is. v. 21. “I sware unto thee, and entered 
into a coyenant with thee, and thou becamest mine.” Ezek. xvi. 8, 
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« Fear not, little flock, it is your Father’s good pleasure to give you 
the kingdom.”’ 

4. Pardon, which is the removal of the curse of a broken law, ne- 
cessarily precedes this acceptance with God. For until the curse of 
the law be removed, our persons can neither be accepted, nor can we 
enjoy any spiritual blessing. In this pardon, sin is legally put away. 
“ For I will be merciful to their unrighteousness, and their sins and 
their iniquities will I remember no more.” Heb. viii, 12. The con- 
science of the sinner is purged. How much more shall the blood 
of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit offered himself without 
spot to God, purge your conscience from dead works to serve the 
living God.”’ Heb, ix. 14. He draws near to God in religious du- 
ties with a well grounded confidence. “ Having therefore, brethren, 
boldness to enter into the holiest by the blood of Jesus.””? Heb. x. 19. 
In the fullest assurance that he shall be accepted. “Let us hold 
fast the profession of our faith without wavering ; for he is faithful 
that promised.’”’ Heb, x. 23, And that he shall be eventually saved 
from wrath and possess the full uninterrupted and eternal enjoy- 
mentof God. “ But we are not of them who draw back unto perdi- 
tion ; but of them that believe to the saving of the soul,”’ Heb, x. 39. 

IV. The righteousness of Christ, which consists of his obedience 
aud sufferings, constitutes the meritorious, or procuring cause of jus- 
tification. “ Being justified freely by his grace, THROUGH THE RE- 
DEMPTION THAT Is IN Cunist JEsus,” says the text. And it may 
be observed, 

1. Justification cannot be on the ground of infused righteousness, 
as the papists vainly dream. It is true, that in regeneration a prin- 
ciple of holiness is infused into the soul, which is perfect in kind 
though not in degree. Corrupt nature still retains possession in the 
soul, carries on an unceasing warfare against the new principle of 
holiness, and frequently draws the believer into sin. But the law 
demands perfection, both in kind and degree. For “whosoever 
shall keep the whole law, yet offend in one point, is guilty of all.” 
James ii. 10. Again: the work of the Spirit is the fruit of Christ’s 
purchase, and cannot, therefore, be the believer’s merit. We do not 
say that Christ purchased the /ove, but the work of the Spirit. The 
Spirit is the gift of God, which he bestows on the ground of our 
Lord’s mediatorial work. “ Who hath also given unto us his Holy 
Spirit.” 1 Thess. iv. 8. “If ye then, being evil, know how to give 
good gifts unto your children: how much more shall your heavenly 
Father give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him?”? Luke xi. 13. 
Consequently he is called in the economy of redemption, the 
Spirit of Christ. Phil. i.19. He is given by Christ. “ But whoso- 
ever drinketh of the water that I shall give him, shall never thirst; 
but the water that I shall give him, shall be in him a well of water 
springing up into ev erlasting life.” John iv. 14, He is the author 
of our faith, because he wor rks that faith in the soul, by which the 
soul apprehends Christ. “He that believeth on me, as the scripture 
hath said, out of his belly shal! flow rivers of living water. But 
this spake he of the Spirit, which they that believe on him should 
receive, for the Holy Ghost was not yet given, because that Jesus 
Was not yet glorified. ” John vii. 38, 39. If the Spirit be the gift of 
God, and the gift of Christ, his work in the soul cannot be the meri- 
torious cause of justification, 
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2. Justification cannot be on the ground of repentance, because 
there is no merit in repentance. The law requires restitution along 
with repentance. The repentance of the murderer can never restore 
the life of his murdered victim ;—consequently can never satisfy 
that law which requires his life. Again; repentance is the effect of 
justification. “And I will establish my covenant with thee; and 
thou shalt know that I am the Lord: That thou mayest remember, 
and be confounded, and never open thy mouth any more because of 
thy shame, when I am pacified towards thee for all that thou hast 
done, saith the Lord God.’’ Ezek. xvi. 62, 63. And if the effect, it 
ean never be the cause. Again; the scriptures no where assert that 
we are justified by repentance, but they every where assert that “it 
is by faith that it might be grace.” 

3. Justification cannot be on the ground of good works. “Know- 
ing that a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith 
of Jesus Christ, even we have believed in Jesus Christ, that we might 
be justified by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: 
for by the works of the law shall no flesh be justified.”” Gal. ii. 16. 
“Therefore by the deeds of the law, there shall no flesh be justified in 
his sight: for by the law is the knowledge of sin.” Rom. iii. 20. Our 
Lord is expressly declared to be the “ end of the law for righteous- 
ness to every one that believeth.” Rom. x. 4. Therefore it is « not 
by works of righteousness which we have done.”” Tit. iii, 5. 

4. Justification cannot be on the ground of imputed faith. To 
make faith the meritorious cause of justification, would be as absurd 
as it would to make the hand of a beggar stretched forth to receive 
a free gift the meritorious cause of the bestowment of that gift. 
“For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of your- 
selves; it is the gift of God.” Eph. 11. 8. And even more absurd, 
because while faith is the gift of God, the believer cannot claim the 
poor merit of exercising this free gift without the constant assist- 
ance of divine power. ‘* Wherefore also we pray always for you, 
that our God would count you worthy of this calling, and fulfil all 
the good pleasure of his goodness, and the work of faith with 
power.”’ 2 Thess. i. 11. 

5. Justification, then, as to its meritorious cause, is on the ground 
of Christ’s righteousness imputed to them that believe, consisting of 
his active and passive obedience. This righteousness is called “ THE 
RIGHTEOUSNESS OF Gop,” Rom. iii. 21: and every where through- 
out the scriptures, both of the Old and New Testament.* And this 


* As our everlasting welfare depends on the grace revealed in this truth, the in- 
spired writers frequently assert it. Jeremiah, next in succession after the above 
proclamation, and well acquainted with it, prophesies, that the very name by which 
Christ should be adored is this, alluding to the car poary * The Lord our righte- 
ousness,”’ Jer, xxiii. 5. The angel appears to Daniel, and tells him, Messiah was to 
come at such a fixed time, not only to finish transgression, to make an end of sin, 
and to make reconciliation for iniquity, but te bring in everlasting righteousness, 
Dan. ix. 24. Our Saviour exhorts his disciples to seek in the first place the kingdom 
of God and his righteousness, the latter being the title to the former—and the office of 
the Holy Ghost, he affirms, is, ‘‘to convince the world of righteousness.”’ St. Paul, 
who did not receive the gospel he preached from man, nor was taught it, but by 
the revelation of Jesus Christ, after his kingdom was erected, insists on the imputed 
righteousness of Christ; he styles the gospel “the power of God unto salvation,” 
because “ therein is revealed the righteousness of God,” Rom. i. 17; which a little 
afier, in the same epistle, he declares is “ by the faith of Jesus Christ, unto all, and 
upon all them that believe,” Rom. iil. 22. rm 

This declaration 1 conceive, after great pains used to explain its meaning away, 
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righteousness is the subject of the apostle’s discourse from the 21st 
verse of the third chapter to the end of the fourth inclusive; con- 
cerning which he declares it was imputed to Abraham and received 
by faith. “ Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of 
grace, but of debt,” (iv. 4.;) and that it was thus imputed before his 
circumcision. “ How was it then reckoned? when he was in cireum- 
cision, or in uncircumcision? Not in circumcision, but in uncir- 
cumcision,” (iv. 10,) which excludes totally and fer ever all idea of 
human merit from the matter of justification. And the following 
considerations confirm the truth of this doctrine beyond all rational 
controversy. (1.) God gave him ror us. “ For God so loved the 
world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth 
in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.”” John iii. 16. 
(2.) “He gave himself ror us, to redeem us from all iniquity.” 
Tit. ii. 14. (3.) God delivered him up for us all. Rom. viii. 32. 
(4.) He bought us. 1 Cor. vi. 20. “He redeemed us, not with 
silver and gold, but with his precious blood.” 1 Pet. i. 18. ‘* He 
bare our sins in his own body on the tree.” “He was made sin for 
us.’ “ He was made a curse for us.””_ (5.) God has manifested his 
acceptance of our Lord’s satisfaction for us, by raising him from 
the dead. “Who was delivered for our offences, and was raised 
again for our justification.”” Rom. iv. 25. ‘* And walk in love, as 
Christ also hath loved us, and hath given himself for us, an offering 
and a sacrifice to God for a sweet-smelling savour.”? Eph. vy. 2. 
“For by one offering he hath perfected for ever them that are sanc- 
tified.”” Heb. x. 14. “Who shall lay any thing to the charge of 
God's elect? It is God that justifieth, Who is he that condemneth? 
It is Christ that died, yea rather, that is risen again, who is even 
at the right hand of God, who also maketh intercession for us.” 
Rom. viii. 33, 34. 

V. Faith is the instrumental cause of justification: as it is an 
exercise of the believer, it is that act of the soul which appre- 
hends Christ, receives him and his righteousness upon which it 
rests, in assurance of the pardon of sin, of acceptance with God, 
of all needed grace and support in this life, and of eternal life 
in heaven. “ Knowing that a man is not justified by the works 
of the law, but by the faith of Jesus Christ, even we have be- 
lieved in Jesus Christ,*that we might be justified by the faith of 
Christ, and not by the works of the law: for by the works of the 
law shall no flesh be justified.” Gal. ii. 16. And here it may be 
observed,— 

1. That when we speak of faith as the instrument of justification, 


does clearly assert the obnoxious doctrine of imputed righteousness. For to say the 
essential righteousness of God is unto all, and upon all who believe, is nonsense— 
or that this expression means faith, or justification by faith, must be nonsense too, 
because it is plainly distinguished here as the object of faith, and the cause of justi- 
fication. Cease from torturing the text, and according to its plain sense it must 
mean the imputed righteousness of Christ, who is God, 

Further, St. Paul declares, that the perdition of the Jews, who rejected Christ, was 
from their ignorance of the righteousness of God, and refusal to submit to it—he 
affirms, that * Christ is made of God unto his church, righteousness; and the church 
is made in him, the righteousness of God.” He states at large the way by which 
death entered, and by which salvation is obtained; that “as by the offence of one, 
judgment came upon all men to condemnation ; even so by the righteousness of one, 
the free gift came upon all men unto justification of life—for as by one man’s dis- 
obedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience of one, shall many be made 
righteous." —Mistakes in Religion Exposed, by Rev. H. Venn, pp. 48, 49, 50. 
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it must be understood of the internal secret acting of the soul; and 
consequently not to the exclusion of the word and ordinances, 
which may be justly regarded as the oufward means of justifica- 
tion, as they are of all other spiritual blessings. “ By his knowledge 
shall my righteous servant justify many.” Is, liii. 11. By the phrase, 
“his knowledge,” we are undoubtedly to understand the know- 
ledge of himself, which is communicated outwardly by the word 
and ordinances, as well as inwardly by the Spirit. This knowledge 
is the necessary foundation of that faith which justifies; for “how 
shall they believe on him of whom they have not heard?” 

2. It is of the highest moment to understand the true office of 
faith in the matter of justification. The learned McKnight, in his 
work on the Epistles, falls into a sad mistake on this point, which 
leads him to erroneous views of many scriptures, greatly obscures 
the glory of Christ, the hope of the believer, and detracts largely 
from that otherwise meritorious work. His language on Rom. iv. 
9, is as follows: “ God pardons the believer from a regard to his 
imperfect obedience proceeding from faith.” Again: “ God counted 
faith to Abraham for righteousness, without requiring perfect obe- 
dience to his law.”” Here we have one of the most prevalent and 
dangerous errors of Papists, Arminians, Pelagians, Hopkinsians 
and New Haven theologians; an error which has broken the re- 
formed churches into fragments, obscured their glory, and threatens 
their entire subversion. It is, indeed, a justification by grace, but 
at the expense of justice and truth. Against justice, because the 
law of God requires perfect and perpetual obedience. Against 
truth, for God has declared he “ will by no means clear the guilty.”’ 
But the text, Rom. iv. 9, gives no countenance to this delusive doc- 
trine. Because faith always supposes its object and a knowledge of 
that object. In this place, it includes by metonomy its object, 
as Paul is said to preach the faith he once destroyed; that is, Paul 
preached the doctrines of the gospel, here called “the faith.” So 
when it is said, that faith was reckoned to Abraham for righteous- 
ness, it can be understood in no other sense, than as it included 
Christ, its glorious object; and thus put Abraham into the possession 
of his perfect righteousness. And let all men be assured, if they 
have no better righteousness than their own imperfect obedience, 
they can never stand in judgment before the Holy One of Israel ; 
can never obtain admission into those blessed mansions, where 
“there shall in no wise enter any thing that defileth.” Rev. xxi. 27. 
Hence we observe, 

S. That the scriptures speak of Christ, not faith, as diving in the 
believer, as being in him; and the believer as Jeing in Christ. 
There is one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus. 
“ Now a mediator is not a mediator of one, but God is one.”’ Gal. iii. 
20. To whom God would make known what is the riches of the 
glory of this mystery among the Gentiles; which is Christ in you, 
the hope of glory: Whom we preach, warning every man, and 
teaching every man in all wisdom; that we may present every man 
perfect in Christ Jesus.” Col. i, 27, 28. 

4, Faith, as it is justifying, must be regarded as exclusive of all 
works. ‘Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith 
without the deeds of the law.” Rom. iii, 28, * Knowing that a man 
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is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of Jesus 
Christ, even we have believed in Jesus Christ, that we might be 
justified by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: for 
by the works of the law shall no flesh be justified.”’ Gal. ii. 16. 
“ Yea, doubtless, and I count all things but loss for the excellency 
of the knowledge of Christ Jesus my Lord: for whom I have 
suffered the loss of all things, and do count them but dung, that I 
may win Christ. And be found in him, not having mine own 
righteousness, which is of the law, but that which is through the 
faith of Christ, the righteousness which is of God by faith.”” Phil. 
iii. 8,9. “ Therefore it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the 
end the promise might be sure to all the seed; not to that only which 
is of the law, but to that also which is of the faith of Abraham, who 
is the father of us all.” Rom. iv. 16. 

VI. As the righteousness of God, a divine righteousness of infi- 
nite value, is the ground of justification, so the effects which follow 
justification are infinite and divine. The contemplation of these 
glorious effects so ravished the great apostle to the Gentiles, carry- 
ing him through every grade of ignominy, and every degree of 
human suffering, that he was esteemed a madman by an unbelieving 
world. “ And as he thus spake for himself, Festus said with a loud 
voice, Paul, thou art beside thyself; much learning doth make thee 
mad.” Acts xxvi. 24. “ For this cause I bow my knees unto the 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ.” “ And to know the love of Christ, 
which passeth knowledge, that ye might be filled with all the ful- 
ness of God.” Eph. iii. 14—19. 

1. It secures peace with God and spiritual joy. “Therefore being 
justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus 
Christ: By whom also we have access by faith into this grace 
wherein we stand, and rejoice in hope of the glory of God.” Rom. 
v. 1,2. Because they are without fault before his throne. “These 
are they which were not defiled with women; for they are virgins. 
These are they which follow the Lamb whithersoever he goeth. These 
were redeemed from among men. being the first-fruits unto God and 
to the Lamb. And in their mouth was found no guile: for they are 
without fault before the throne of God.” Rev. xiv. 4, 5. 

2. Freedom from condemnation. ‘ Who shall lay any thing to 
the charge of God’select? It is God that justifieth. Who is he that 
condemneth? It is Christ that died, yea rather, that is risen again, 
who is even at the right hand of God, who also maketh intercession 
for us.”” Rom. viii. 33, 34.“ Thou hast taken away all thy wrath: 
thou hast turned thyself from the fierceness of thine anger.” Ps. 
Ixxxv. 3. 

3. They are delivered from the wrath and terror of the law. 
“ Now therefore why tempt ye God, to put a yoke upon the neck 
of the disciples, which neither our fathers nor we were able to 
bear?” Acts xv. 10. “For ye have not received the Spirit of 
bondage again to fear; but ye have received the Spirit of adoption, 
whereby we ery, Abba, Father.’’ Rom. viii. 15. “ Because the law 
worketh wrath: for where no law is, there is no transgression.” 
Rom. iv. 15. “For if we have been planted together in the likeness 
of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection.’ 
Rom. vi. 5.“ Who also hath made us able ministers of the New 
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Testament; not of the letter, but of the Spirit: for the letter killeth, 
but the Spirit giveth life.” “For if the ministration of condemna- 
tion be glory, much more doth the ministration of righteousness 
exceed in glory.” 2 Cor. iii.6—9, “ Which things are an allegory: 
for these are the two covenants; the one from the mount Sinai, 
which gendereth to bondage, which is Agar.”’ Gal. iv. 24. 

4. They are delivered from a guilty conscience. “How much 
more shall the blood of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit offered 
himself without spot to God, purge your conscience from dead 
works to serve the living God?” Heb. ix. 14. And obtain a good 
conscience. “ Having a good conscience; that, whereas they speak 
evil of you, as of evil doers, they may be ashamed that falsely accuse 
your good conversation in Christ.” 1 Pet. iii. 16. 

5. They are sure of holiness. “Who gave himself for us, that 
he might redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto himself a 
peculiar people, zealous of good works,” Tit. ii. 14. 

6. They are sure of glory. “ Moreover, whom he did predesti- 
nate, them he also called: and whom he called, them he also justi- 
fied: and whom he justified, them he also glorified.” Rom. viii. 30. 

7. They are sure of God’s constant favour. ‘For this is as the 
waters of Noah unto me: for as I have sworn that the waters of 
Noah should no more go over the earth; so have I sworn that I 
would not be wroth with thee, nor rebuke thee.”’ Is. liv. 9. “In 
those days, and in that time, saith the Lord, the iniquity of Israel 
shall be sought for, and there shall be none; and the sins of Judah, 
and they shall not be found: for I will pardon them whom I re- 
serve.”’ Jer. 1. 20. 

8. They enjoy deliverance from the power of Satan, and from 
death itself. “ Forasmuch then as the children are partakers of 
flesh and blood, he also himself likewise took part of the same; that 
through death he might destroy him that had the power of death, 
that is, the devil: And deliver them who through fear of death 
were all their life-time subject to bondage.” Heb. ii. 14,15, “I 
will ransom them from the power of the grave; I will redeem them 
from death: O death, I will be thy plagues; O grave, I will be thy 
destruction: repentance shall be hid from mine eyes.” Hos, xiii. 14. 

In conclusion we may see— 

1. The truly wretched condition of men as they come into the 
world. ‘They are so utterly lost under the dominion of guilt and 
misery, that nothing except the blood of the Lord Jesus Christ can 
deliver them; that blood which is called the blood of God. “Take 
heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which 
the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed the church of God, 
which he hath purchased with his own blood.” Acts xx. 28, If 
they live, the death of Christ must be the condition of their life. 

2. The miserable delusion of those who think they have ability to 
improve their spiritual condition in any respect. They cannot either 
believe or repent of their sins till they are united to Christ; and 
even if they could, neither faith nor repentance are meritorious of 
salvation. And if they can neither believe nor repent without union 
to Christ, how can they perform any good work acceptable to God? 
The church of God is “a holy nation, a royal priesthood, to offer 
spiritual sacrifices accEPTABLE TO GOD BY JESUS CHRIST.” It is 
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truly deplorable to witness the vast amount of delusion, prevalent on 
a point so vital to the future happiness of our race. The pride and 
vanity of human nature prove its ruin. It is because men will not 
look at their helplessness and misery that they reject Christ—go 
about to establish a righteousness for themselves—substitute their own 
inventions in the room of divine institutions—secularize the church 
of God—and become mad with their idolatries, “ For though thou 
wash thee with nitre, and take thee much soap, yet thine iniquity is 
marked before me, saith the Lord God.”’ Jer. ii. 22. 

3. The danger of engaging in many of the moral reform associa- 
tions, which give a distinctive character to the present age. They 
are not founded in union to Christ; but have their origin in igno- 
rance of him, and in alienation of mind from him. If men were 
united to the Lord Jesus Christ, it would remove those evils which 
these associations are formed to correct, and thus supersede their 
necessity. It is alleged that they prepare the way for the gospel, 
and consequently for union to Christ. But it is only the word and 
Spirit of God that can unite us to him, And as for preparation to 
come to Christ, none is required of us, none can be made by us. If 
we go to him, it must be in the character of paupers and prodigals. 
If we can go in any other way, then we have no need of him, and 
his death is in yain tous. “ Ye will not come to meg that ye may 
have life.” “Become a fool, that thou mayest be wise.” 1 Cor. iii. 18. 

4, The foundation of the believer’s hope. It is the righteousness 
of God. Walk in its strength. “ Comfort ye, comfort ye my people, 
saith your God. Speak ye comfortably to Jerusalem, and cry unto 
her, that her warfare is accomplished, that her iniquity is pardoned: 
for she hath received of the Lord’s hand, double for all her sins.’’ 
Is. xl. 1, 2. Rejoice in the hope of eternal life. Christ died for you 
while enemies; he will save you by his life. “ For if, when we were 
enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his Son, much 
more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by his life.””? Rom. v. 10. 

Finally; contemplate the dignity of the believer’s character and 
prospects.. He is adorned and beautified with a righteousness which 
exceeds that of the angels in heaven, who never sinned. For how- 
ever much they may be indebted to the goodness and even electing 
love of God for their righteousness and standing in glory, it would 
be blasphemy to call their righteousness, THE RIGHTEOUSNESS 
OF GOD. 


Norr.—Should the present edition of this work meet with public approbation, it 
is proposed to publish a second edition, with a smaller page, making a neat pocket 
volume of about 300 pages. The editor knows of no work of the kind and bulk, 
better calculated to guard young persons against the prevalent errors of our own 
time, and communicate an accurate knowledge of those truths of which it treats. 

It is hoped the plain reader, who has not access to larger works, will find in the 
Essays ‘‘ On the Gospel Call”’ and “‘ Justification,” such an outline of those impor- 
tant doctrines, as will direct him to the right method of acquiring a more extensive 
knowledge of truths so necessary to salvation: and in Dr. Gill’s ‘ Cause of God 
and Truth,” a satisfactory refutation of the popish, and soul-destroying tenets of 
Arminianism. 
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CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Christian Magazine. 


WE find in the March number of this resuscitated periodical, the 
following passage:— 

‘«¢ We cannot here avoid making the remark that the Scottish Secession has dune 
more to bring the sentence of deposition from the Christian ministry into contempt, 
than any cther portion of the protestant church. They have pronounced the awful 
sentence for very trivial causes, on men admitted on all hands to be eminently 
faithful and devoted ministers of Christ; and, in addition, they have utterly disre- 
garded their own sentence. Take, for example, the first instance that occurred, in 
1746, when the antiburghers deposed the Burghers. If the sentence was a valid 
one in 1746, it surely was not less so in 1820: if the sentence of deposition had any 
force when it was passed, it entirely denuded the Burghers of their status as minis- 
ters. It was, of course, regarded by the Burghers as null and void; buat the anti- 
burghers deemed it valid, and therefore if they were consistent with themselves, 
they must have looked upon the Burghers as having no more right or authority to 
exercise the ministerial office than so many unordained laymen. This sentence of 
deposition never was reversed, yet in 1820, the successors of the deposers, and the 
successors of the deposed united, recognising each other as Christian ministers, 
acting, in short, as if no such sentence had ever been passed.” 


This, perhaps, may be designed to pave the way for the consum- 
mation of the proposed union of the Reformed churches, and to in- 
clude the exscinded brethren of the Associate church, as it evidently 
contains an indirect hint to our church to imitate the course pursued 
by the antiburghers, in 1820. But it may be observed, 

1. To be involved in insnaring oaths, is sufficient cause for depo- 
sition. 

2. That the apostacy of the antiburghers in 1820, could not 
invalidate, in the sight of God, the scriptural deeds of their reform- 
ing ancestors, 

3. That the Associate church in this country has never yet been 
“a city of refuge,” for fugitives from discipline; nor do we believe 
she has now any ambition to become such, 

4. The obvious favour with which the A. R. Synod of New 
York regard immoral men who have been justly denuded of office 
in the church, will undoubtedly excite in our church a due degree 
of caution in entering into the proposed union. 


——_— 
The Constitution of the Uniled States. 


Tue framers of this instrument disavowed the intention of legal- 
izing slavery as a national institution. They professed merely to 
permit the continuance of an evil entailed upon them by the mother 
country. Any attempt to remove it, at that time, would have defeat- 
ed the union of the states. Consequently, they introduced a clause 
providing for the return of “ persons held fo service”’ in one state, 
who might escape to another. It was then maintained, that this 
provision did not involve the whole nation, but only the slave- 
holding states; and that the free states could not be chargeable with 
a “ domestic’’ evil in the slave states, each state being sovereign in 
respect to its own internal policy. The strong desire felt to con- 
summate a union so vitally important to the security and prosperity 
of all, induced the non-slave-holding states to acquiesce in this rea- 
soning, overlooking the important fact that they obligated them- 
selves, by ratifying the above mentioned clause of the Constitution, 
to assist the slave states in perpctuating their domestic institution. 
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John Quincy Adams has said, if the bargain were to be made again, 
he would not agree to it. 

As should have been foreseen, Congress soon enacted laws in 
favour of the slave-holder’s construction of the constitution. And the 
several slave states have enacted from time to time severe laws, 
binding still firmer the chains of the oppressed African; and ren- 
dering still more intolerable the burden of his oppression. 

In an official document recently issued from the Department of 
State, it has been declared to the civilized world that “slaves, or 
persons held to service, are recognised as PRoPERTY by the Constitution 
of the United States in those states where slavery exists.”** The Hon, 
Secretary has been not inappropriately styled the expounder of the 
Constitution, and he now speaks by authority. And this decision 
has been confirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States:— 


“The — decided by a majority of the Court were— 
“Ist, That the provision in the Constitution of the United States relative to fugi- 
tive slaves executes itself so far as to authorize the owner or his agent to seize the 


fugitive in any state of the Union, as property; and that no state law is constitu- 
tional which interferes with such right, 


«2d, That this provision also contemplates legislation by Congress, to make the 
delivery of a fugitive slave more effectual against all state or other interference. 

“3d, That Congress having legislated, such legislation is the supreme law of the 
land, excluding all state legislation upon the same subject; and with which legisla- 


tion by Congress, no state can pass any law to qualify, impede, or control the 
remedy given by the act of Congress. 


“4th, The power of legislation by Congress is exclusive ; and no state can pass 
any law to carry into effect the constitutional provision in regard to fugitive slaves, 
even though Congress had not legislated upon the subject. 

“Sth, That the points thus decided are in no manner intended to interfere with 


the police power of the states to take up runaway slaves, and guard against their 
misconduct or depredation.”’ 


It is, therefore, avowed, demonstrated, that the fundamental law 
of our national existence is a direct, explicit, unequivocal con- 
tradiction of the divine law—the authority of the United States 
arrayed against the authority of God—the United States at war 
with the King of Heaven, the Lord of the Universe. Can the issue 
of such a contest be doubtful? “ Let the potsherd strive with the 
potsherds of the earth;’’ but “ wo unto him that striveth with his 
Maker.” Is. xlv. 9. 

If the Secretary’s exposition be correct, which no one can seri- 
ously doubt, it fixes the stigma of indelible infamy upon the Con- 
stitution, and upon the people of the United States so long as they 
continue to recognise it as the fundamental law of the land. If this 
saying be treason, we earnestly wish all our countrymen were 
traitors. 

The iniquity of slavery, however, is only one item of our national 
guilt. The desecration of the Holy Sabbath, the profanity, fraudu- 
lent legislation, general infidelity, murder, &e. Sympathy for the 
vilest criminals, the lax administration of justice, with the efforts to 
repeal penal laws against crime, all originating in contempt of the 
Supren.e Lawgiver, fill the pious mind with sad forebodings re- 
specting ‘he future destiny of this great country. O Lord, are not 
thine eyes upon the truth? They hace refused to receive correction; 
they have made their faces harder than a rock. What will ye do in the 


* Instrnetions of the Hon. Daniel Webster, Secretary of State, to the Hon, Edward 
Everett, Ainerican Minister at the Court of St. James. 
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day of God’s visitation, and in the desolation of his hand. 
will ye flee for help? and where will you leave your glory? 
This decision of the Hon. Secretary, confirmed by the Supreme 
Court, places a certain religious denomination in an awkward pre- 
dicament, viz: those, who “all along, till within a few years, have 
prohibited their people from taking the oath of allegiance, from the 
exercise of the elective fr anchise, and from the jury box, because 


the gov ernment was antichristian, a usurpation, and the ordinance 
of § 


To whom 


Satan; but now have acknowledged it to be such a government 
as the scriptures require, have permitted their people to enjoy its 
privileges, &c., and homologated all its corruptions. 


A nice ques- 
tion this fur the Convention of Reformed Churches, 


—>-_—_ 


The uthority of Church Rulers must not infringe Christian Liberty. 


Tuts inrortant subject is now before the church, and must be dis- 
cussed. And as it is not without its difficulties, it should be approached 
in humble reliance on divine aid, with a single eye to the glory of God, 
and irrespective of woridly interests of any kind. olf, indeed, he feit 
any difficulties connected with church government, they referred to the 
proper adjustment of the authority of the rulers of the church and the 
due liberty of the Christian people.”’* 

The fixed laws of Zion’s King must be the constitutional laws of the 
church, and are necessary to her being; while the faithful, impartial, 
uniform application of these laws to all her members, is essential to her 
well-being. Consequently, the church cannot exist without the exerciss 
of discipline, which is the application of the divine law to particular 
cases, and is necessary for the protection of the innocent, the punish- 
ment of the guilty, the peace, purity and prosperity of the chure h. 

Rulers have no will of their own in their administrations ; and when- 
ever through prejudice, interest, passion, party spirit, ignorance, or even 
impatience in their investigations, they fail to execute justice, they 
incur a fearful responsibility. ‘The seeptre of thy kingdom is a right 
sceptre. ‘hou lovest righteousness, and hatest wickedness.”’ ‘The 
innocent and the righteous slay thou not.”’ Nothing then can give vali- 
dity to the decisions of rulers, except ‘ the eternal rule of right; namely 
the Master’s will.”” Consequently, ‘a decision inflicting punishment 
upon an innocent person, can never be agreeable to the Bible, or God's 
revealed will.’’ Because God's revealed will is the revelation of the 
eternal rule of right by which he governs; and there is no contradiction 
in God.t 

The monstrous doctrine has not only been broached among us; but is 
vindicated, that, ‘depositions from office on relevant charges, even 
though founded in errors of judgment, are valid, are binding,”’ that * de- 
cisions, even though unjust towards the innocent, are valid, are ‘ sanc- 
tioned’ by the Head of the church,” and that ‘a decision inflicting 


punishment on an innocent person, may be agreeable to the Bible, or 
God’s revealed will.”’ 


The following are the principal arguments relied upon in support of 


this error. The right constitution of the court, its purity of purpose 


relevancy of the charge, &e. (See Mon. pp. 437, 438, 534.) 2. Supposed 
contradiction between the revealed and secret will of God. (Id. p. 438, 
533.) 3. Because ‘there is no violation of plighted faith.’’ (Sermon of 
Mr. Martin, p. 15.) 4. “The Buble affords no relief.” (Id.) 5. ** And 


* Life of M‘Crie, p. 207, 1 See Number for Mareh, p. 438. 
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because if such decisions be not valid and binding, there is an end put at 

once to all government and discipline ir the church.” (Id.) 6. ‘The will 

or good pleasure of the Courts. (Sermon, p. 10, 20, 21. Mon. p. 434.) 
‘To these arguments we humbly propose tie following reply :-— 

Of the right constitution of the court nothing need be said ; no party 
recognises any other. Of purity of purpose, it may be observed that 
this can never give validity to injustice, For, 1. Men may think they 
do God service when they slay the righteous. John xvi. 2. 2. Itis not 
probable that any court of uninspired men, of any considerable number, 
ever met on earth, where all the members were upright or disinte- 
rested. An’ the idea that either the mistakes or perjury of witnesses 
ean give validity to the injustice they inflict, is not entitled to a serious 
answer. 3. Many questions of great importance turn upon principles 
beyond the grasp of the majority, whose votes are influenced by others 
in whom they place confidence. 4. ** Party spirit will blind the judg- 
ment and bias the ong of church courts, composed of men, whose 
piety and good sense in private life are unque tara le.”* 5. Inexpe- 
rienced men are seat to go with the majority. The plea of strict 
integrity is not allowable in courts: * Behold, I will plead with thee, 
because thou sayest, | have not sinned.’’ 7. So far then from pleading 
the validity of injustice, on the ground of purify, a court sitting in the 
great and dreadful name of the Lord our God, should tremble with fear 
Jest she fall into injustice. For the want of this fear, God gives the 
wisest of them up to delusion. ‘* For, behold, the Lord, the Lord of 
Hlosts, doth take away from Jerusalem, and from Judah, the prophet and 
the prudent, and the ancient. And [ will give children to be their 
princes, and babes shall rule over them.” Accordingly, so far from giving 
waidity to any degree of error or injustice, the scriptures every where 
condemn both as among the greatest evils which afflict this apostate 
world, Solomon * saw under the sun the place of judgment, that wick- 
eduess was there; and the place of righteousness, that iniquity was 
there.” Of the relevancy of the charge. We have seen in our March 
number that it amounts to nothing, if the matfer of the decision be un- 
just. But it may be observed farther, that Dr. M*Crie and his associates 
were deposed on a relevant charge. ‘They constituted themselves into 
a Presbytery without either seceding or declining the authority of Synod, 
any farther than secession was implied in their act of constitution, which 
act was not promulgated officially till some time afterwards, ‘This act 
was designated by Synod as a * disorderly and schismatieal course,” 
which it undoubtedly was.t ‘The charge then was relevant, the decision 
technically just; and yet who believes that entire cessation of otlice fol- 
lowed in that case? If so, then all the ministerial acts of the Constitu- 
tional Presbytery, from 1806 to 1827, and all those of the original Se- 
ceders from 1827 to the present time, have all been null and void! The 
just reply to all this will be that the Constitution of the Presbytery was 
not the real point in dispute, but the principles of their profession: So 
Dr. M‘Crie himself looked upon it, and anticipated suspension, though 
not deposition ; to the former of which he knew the Synod were shut up. 
The Synod acted uprightly, necessarily, according to the principles 
which had been solemnly adopted by the body; and every act against 
the established principles of the body is a relevant charge, as the Constitu- 
tion of the Presbytery certainly was; yet their deposition was not valid; 
that is, did not divest Dr. M+Crie of office. How then can unjust deci- 
sions, even though on a relevant charge, do this in every case? But it is 
objected, the charge did not affect moral character. Insubordination is an 


* Life of M'Crie, p. 131. t Id., pp. 104—108, 
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immorality. Farther, the relevant charges brought against our Lord 
were against moral character, and those who brought the charges sat in 
Moses’ seat; **facts”’ and * circumstances” were also specified. Com- 
pare John x. 30—33, with Matt. xxvi. 64—66. ‘The error of the Jews 
was an error of judgment, respecting the character of the person ar- 
raigned before them; yet the charge was relevant, and the truth of it 
admitted. No doubt they thought themselves safe; and had he been a 
mere mun, as they supposed, they would have been safe; yet how 
awfully have they suffered for that decision ! 

2. Of the contradiction between the revealed and secret will of God. 
(See Mon. p. 438.) But as the case of Abraham offering up Isaac ; and 
the extermination of the inhabitants of Canaan have been adduced as 
evidences of a contradiction between the secret and revealed will of 
God,* they must be explained. And, 

(1.) Of the case of Abraham. 1. The command to offer up Isaac 
was nothing more tlian a personal application of the law which requires 
the death of the sinner, by the Supreme Lawgiver himself. 2. Abraham 
acknowledged God’s sovereignty over both him and Isaac, and the jus- 
tice of the requirement, which constituted that act of obedience that is so 
highly commended. 3. Isaac’s release was on the ground of a substi- 
tute, which was a typical illustration of the redemption of the church by 
the substitution of Christ. 4. Abraham had the promise of a substitute, 
(Gen. xxii. 8,) and he firmly believed that this substitute would be pro- 
vided, if not then, ata future period ; so he knew that the Messiah should 
descend from the loins of Isaac. Heb. xi. 19. Did our limits permit, we 
could clearly illustrate these positions. 

(2.) Of the nations of Canaan. 1. God was himself the witness and 
judge in the case of the Canaanites. 2. The Israelites were appointed 
executioners of the divine sentence against them. Nor, 3. Could they 
take possession of that land till the inhabitants fully merited the punish- 
ment. Gen. xv. 16. 

The use made of these instances, tends to infidelity, as it implies in- 
justice in God. Let such authority be shown for chureh courts, and ic 
would be rebellion against God, for the people even to judge of the expe- 
diency of their acts in any case; much more so, to judge of the leg_| 
character of those acts. 

3. ‘* Because there is no violation of plightel faith.” We reply that 
the people promise subjection * only in the Lord,”’ and that unjust deci- 
sions, as we have seen, are not in the Lord, nor of him, in any respect. 
And that God never gave authority to any body of men to give validity 
to error and injustice. 

4. * The Bible affords no relief.’ A\\ the relief that is necessary. 
John x. 27; ix. 35—41, and every where throughout the Bible. 

5. ** And because if such derisions,” &c. By no means; but the 
very reverse follows; because the government of the church is a just 
government, and is brought to an end by injustice persevered in; be- 
sides, good men will submit to every thing in the church, which does 
not deprive them of their spiritual interests, because it is the will of God 
that they should suffer for righteousness’ sake; and thus set an example 
for others. And the sooner bad men rebel and go out the better. 

6. ** The will or good pleasure of the courts.”” We have already seen 
that the court has no will of her own in the matter of inflicting censure, 
neither can she possess any such will. Mon. p. 419. It is said * the 
doctrine can never be seriously maintained, at least by sober people, 
that if once a ru/er, always a ruler.” This is notin accordance with the 
word. ‘The apostle * finished his course.’ ‘J give thee charge in the 

* Mon. p. 533. 
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sight of God, that thou keep this commandment, (namely, the ministry 
which had been committed to him] without spot, unrebukable, until the 
appearing of our Lord Jesus Christ.’ It is only those who * continue 
faithful unto death,” that receive the ** crown of life.” Consequently, mi- 
nisters of the gospel can never voluntarily lay aside their work; no human 
power can, in the sight of God, divest them of their office wrongfully. 
The only way in which they can lose the office is ‘ by transgression,” 
like Judas: by gross immorality or perseverance in error; it is not every 
immorality that justifies deposition; consequently, when we say they 
hold their office by the same fenure as did the apostles, we do not mean 
that they are not subject to the courts in all lawful commands, but that 
they cannot surrender their office to any unrighteous mandate of human 
authority. It is an awful thing for church courts, by injustice, even to 
tempt any man to break such a solemn covenant as exists between God 
and every regularly ordained minister, and also between him and the 
church. Much more is their responsibility tremendous who unjustly 
sever such bonds. ‘The allusion, then, to our popular political contests, 
‘*that it ean never be maintained, if once a ruler, always a ruler,” is 
misplaced ; and reminds one of the language of Dr. M:Crie on the same 
point. ‘ Are no greater immunities due to those who oceupy the sacred 
ollice of ‘ambassadors for Christ,’ who speak in Heaven’s naine, and are 
bound under the most solemn responsibilities to declare the whole coun- 
sel of God—than to the demagogue who panders to the lowest passions 
of the mob assembled round the hustings? Is not this to chain them up 
like the animal employed to keep sentry while the family are asleep, 
which alarms passengers by its noise, licks the hand that feeds it, and is 
let loose at its master’s pleasure?) Who would undertake such a de- 
grading office, but hirelings, parasites, or dastardly, grovelling and slavish 
suuls ?’’* 

The reader will bear in mind that the authors of the doctrine which we 
combat, admit it to be an innovation on the established principles of the 
church. It was hatched within the bounds of the Presbytery of Cam- 
bridge, and the chicken was in the last gasp of its mortal existence, for the 
want of brooding, ull Mr. Martin spread his broad wings over it. We 
heartily wish he had permitted the thing to die. It is no domestic fowl 
at all, but a genuine hawk, of the vulture kind. Indeed, it appears that 
Presbytery has sent forth a strange progeny for the last twenty years, 
sufficient to destroy almost any cause.t 

This wi/l of men, whether in courts or individuals, destroys the church. 
There is such a thing as party, and men form parties unconsciously, 
sometimes on account of agreement on a mere question of expediency ; 
and thus acquire the Aha/it of going with party assoviates on almost 
every other question, which leads to suspicions and jealousies of those 
who do not fall in with them—a breach is commenced—it gradually be- 
comes wider—numbers enlist on both sides. It then becomes the will 
of each party to obtain the ascendency over the other. The party who 
happens to be wrong will yield nothing to the other, for that would 
weaken their personal and party influence; this at once concentrates in 
the other party religious zeal, party spirit, and personal interest, which, 
when combined, become irresistible as the mountain torrent. ‘This state 
of things throws the minority into a course of independency, or heentious 
conduct, in order to counteract and resist, if not the positively unjust, 
yet severe and unfeeling acts of the majority. ‘Thus the matter continues 
to make Progress, gathering mu: ignitude and strength ull their course ter- 
minates in the ocean of apostacy. The majority are now quite certain 
that they are right, and in the main they may be; but to claim entire 


* Life of Melville, vol. i. p. 212. t See Mr. Miller's Letters, 
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innocence is preposterous. The mischief is generally done by the want 
of forbearance and prudence in both parties in the incipient stages of 
the sad catastrophe. If any person reply to all this, ** that such a state 

of things is not to be presumed,” we have only to say that we may as 

well be told, that we never saw the sun at mid-day. Besides, Mr. Mil- 

ler’s letters prove more than we have said. An intelligent friend once 

remarked that he attended the long meeting of a certain Presbytery for 

the greater part of two days, till he discovered that every vote on every 

question was 7 to 4, and then, with grief and sorrow, left the meeting, 

not to return. Atsuch a time the few wise and prudent men are over- 
whelmed ; and their efforts to preserve the order, dignity and purity of 
courts are utterly unavailing. Certain conflicting measures have been 
adopted by each party, and are pushed with a zeal which could not 
be surpassed, were the salvation of the soul certainly involved. Rules 
of procedure become ropes of sand; the testimony of the word and the 
voice of conscience make but feeble resistance.* In allusion to transac- 
tions similar to those we are contemplating, the judicious M‘Crie says— 
© * When it is determined to sacrifice the victim,’ says the old proverb, 
‘it is not difficult to find a stick in the forest to despatch it with.’ And 
when a church is bent on introducing a change into its profession, it will 
go hard if they do not find something in the protesting minority, which 
will afford a plausible pretext for condemning them; and resting their 
condemnation, not on the cause in dispute, but on some informality or 
disorderly tacties, in their mode of prosecuting it.’"*t So, on the other 
hand, when a disappointed party fail to carry their se/f-will, they will, 
with equal readiness, find a plausible pretext for apostacy. And it may 
be, the se/f-will of both parties was equally criminal. But even should 
such be the ease, the defection of the apostatizing party will ultimately 
prove their ruin, unless they should retrace their steps, which is hardly 
to be expected. 

But all this admonishes church courts to take heed to the incipient 
steps of procedure. ‘I'he mischief is generally done years before it is 
developed. Nothing can be more dangerous than a slight regard to 
causes on account of their supposed insignificance or the inferiority of 
the parties. ** Behold, how great a matter a little fire kindleth.”’ Nothing 
can be more dangerous than personal friendships or enmities. The one 
is no less a trap than the other; for both generate that fear of man 
which brings a snare. Nothing can be more dangerous than changes of 
any kind, especially the application of different rules to similar cases. 
Let the courts never stretch their power, never act in a doubtful case, 
but leave such cases in the Master’s hand; but when they do act, let it 
be with moderation and firmness ; never suffer their dees to be despised. 
Our subordinate standards are the rich legacy of reforming ancestors ; 
and may Ged give our rulers grace to apply their principles in such a 
manner, that with his blessing, the Associate church may speedily, as in 
days of old, become a peaceful, happy and prosperous community. 

In conclusion, we observe— 

1. That we have purposely avoided the points in dispute between 
Messrs. Heron and Martin, so far as could be done, while vindicating our 
own sentiments. 

2. We agree with Mr. M. respecting s%)mission, and have practised 
it. We have submitted to decisions, of the injustice of which we 
had not even a shadow of doubt; not because we acknowledged them 
valid, but because they did not divest us of any spiritual privilege: 
and we did so on the principle laid down, 1 Pet. ii. 19, and in other 


* The incidents noticed, in the Rel. Mon., vol. vii. p. 24, and vol. xviii. pp. 391, 
and 436, 457, fully illustrate our meaning. t Life, p. 104. 
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places—a principle to which good men are compelled frequently to 
resort in such a state of the church as exists at present. 

3. While the Presbyteries of Cambridge and Albany were contending 
against the riotous, disorderly, and grossly immoral conduct of the ex- 
scinded brethren, the church sustained them. It would have been treachery 
to them had she not done so; but to adopt this new principle would be 
treachery to herself. 

4. We have watched with painful anxiety, for nearly twenty years, the 
conflict in our church between the antagonistic principle of Mr. Martin’s 
sermon on the one hand, which though not before avowed, was easily 
perceived, and that of Mr. Heron’s on the other. ‘The one is despotic, 
the other licentious; the one is popish, the other independent; and 
the latter feeds upon the former, like vultures upon a dead carcass. 
These two principles are like the fabled Scyl/a and Charybdis of the 
ancients, whose mutual co-operation caused the schism, and have also 
hitherto not only destroyed the unity of the church, but the liberties of 
mankind; paralyzed the efforts of the Christian and patriot; and crushed 
the brightest hopes of churches and nations, considered as public bodies. 

5. We give no countenance to the mad, riotous, and headlong spirit 
of this age, which is thus characterized by a late writer: —** Changes of 
great importance have been treading upon each other’s heels, and push- 
ing each other forward. Every element of the social system seems to 
be in a state of dissolution and confusion. Every thing is running to ex- 
tremes. ‘The men of business are perplexed and troubled on every side. 
Shock has followed shock, and crash crash, till the wisest among us are 
confounded. ‘The most stable institutions and men have trembled on 
their bases, and tottered like a drunken man. So frequent and enormous 
have been the abuses of trusts, and so complete the loss of confidence, 
that history scarcely furnishes a parallel. Our wisest men seem like 
perplexed and disappointed children, and our legislative halls resemble 
mad-houses. And with respect to human life, the preservation of which 
is the great object of the divine law which we have been contemplating, 
it is held to be cheaper than dirt. He that slayeth a man, is as he shat 
killeth an ox. Men rush on each other like tigers, and they devour as 
ravening wolves. ‘The bonds of humanity sit as lightly on men as those 
of moral obligation. But who saith, * Where is God, my Maker?’ Who 
seeks the rock of his salvation ?’’* Not to submit to “lawful authority, 
and the lawful exercise of it,”’ is rebellion against God. ‘ Discipline 
obeys, even where it cannot always esteem or respect the agents and 
ministers of the law. Nor need impatience ever be evinced at large re- 
straints; for, in submission to them there is implied neither humiliation 
nor reproach. ‘True, it is obedience—but it is obedience to what should 
be supreme over all—to law, which formed and sustains the universe ; 
law, which governs angels as well as men. When we violate such obli- 
gations, and those other laws which we ourselves have helped to enact 
for ourselves, insubordination evinces not only a want of discipline but a 
breach of compact. It is recantation—disloyalty—dishonour—wicked- 
ness. It is not resistance to aggression or injustice, lawless force, or 
usurpation and tyranny, for that kind of resistance is rightful—it becomes 
a duty as well as being patriotism; but the vice or defect consists in 
yielding to false promptings of interest—to seductive passion, or fanatical 
feeling; and then, under theie undisciplined influences, disobeying not 
what is wrong, but the lessons of experience and the dictates of reason. 
Freedom from such a yoke may be called liberty, but it is only licen- 
tiousness; itis the rule of rude violence, of unrestrained passion; we 


* Dr. Cuyler on Capital Punishment for Murder. 








NOTICES, 


select for a master childish anger, grovelling appetite, or ignorant and 
sudden impulse. Such a master soon becomes a tyrant—the worst of 
tyrants; and we, by such a course, soon becume slaves—the most menial 
of slaves.’’* Not to submit even to injustice in the church when our 
spiritual privileges and those of others are preserved entire to us, is to 
refuse the cross of Christ. But to surrender voluntarily any principle or 
privilege committed to us by our Divine Redeemer, or to acknowledge 
the validity of error and injustice in any case, is to become not only 
slaves, but traitors to God and men. 

If these principles be applied to the exscinded brethren, they will justify 
the church in that act, without a resort to the validity of unjust decisions ; 
but a claim of entire innocence on the part of all the agents, now in the 
church, in every incipient step which led to that transaction, would be as 
preposterous as are the claims of those who made the schism.t * Except 
ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish.” 

We have purposely omitted any notice of Mr. Martin’s ex cathedra 
style, also his disrespectful language and application of the term * igno- 
rant” to his brethren in the ministry, because any notice of such things 
would tend to divert the reader’s attention from the merits of the question. 

It is also necessary to state that Mr. Martin’s * painful suspicion” is 
unfounded; as Mr. Heron was supplied with a copy of the Sermon by 
the editor of the Monitor. In respect to his agency for the Magazine, it 
might be justly expected from his well known and uniform course on 
that subject. 

—_— 


Reply to the Memovial of 2. Whyte and others. 


This pamphlet is now ready for gratuitous distribution to such as may 
order it. We hope it will be extensively read by the exscinded brethren 
as well as others. We are confident that sober, pious people, who 
desire to know the truth, and who it is that has disturbed and persecuted 
the church of God, will not only read it, but give it a cordial weleome, 
and an active circulation. We know not which most to admire, the 
accuracy, patient investigation of facts, or Christian spirit which charac- 
terize this production. 

p> Orders for it must in all cases be free of postage. 

—j_— 
Mr. Miller’s Letters. 

These letters are not as well received as they should be. We doubted 
the expediency of their publication, fearing that they might produce an 
effect the very opposite of that designed by the writer. And this objec- 
tion is made by many others. But in addition to this general objection, 
in our Opinion, private sayings, of deceased persons, which are legally 
dead, affecting private character, should not be made public. If the cha- 
racter of ministers is to rest upon such a basis, who would accept the of- 
fice? Have we not living scandal enough without raking the ashes of the 
dead? Or is it proper to invade their sacred abode for materials to in- 
jure the private character of the living, however unworthy that character 
may be? Are the ex parte statements of individual prejudice, ignorance, 
or personal hatred, which never passed through the ordeal of judicial in- 
vestigation, sufficient? ‘The action of the Synod did not rest on such a 
basis.—Her proceedings should not be subjected to such a suspicion. Con- 
sequently we regretted, among othe~ things in the letters, the introduction 
of Mr. Irvine’s name as authority 1. Because he is beyond the reach 
of any human tribunal, 2. Because he was not good authority on the 

* Hon. Levi Woodbury. 

t We see one another's faults, and laugh or fume at them, while the One above 
sees ours end bears with them.—M‘Cuiz. 
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points for which his name has been adduced. It was from Mr. I. those 
incorrect statements were received, which were published in a pamphlet 
of mine referred to by Mr. Miller, Mr. I. knowing the use I intended 
to make of them, and no doubt believing them true. Yet it turned out 
that he relied too much on rumour, ‘This supplied Mr. Stark with a kind 
of shield against more important things which were true, and tended 
greatly to embarrass the proceedings of church courts, to screen him 
from merited censure, and to roll over that censure upon the innocent. 
The truth is beginning to be discernible through that shield. ‘The dis- 
clos»res brought to light by Mr. Stark’s explanation of his letter to Mr. 
Campbell sheds a flood of light on these transactions and will ultimately 
do good. 


The affair of the students as it is twice alluded to should have been 
explained. 

It will be perceived from Mr. Miller's letters that personal hostility 
existed between the Messrs. Bullions on the one side, and Messrs. A. 
Gordon and Irvine on the other. Mon. p. 389, 390, 391. Mr. A. Gordon 
was the brother of the student most active; and he and Mr. Irvine ma- 
naged their cause in Presbytery. (See, for farther particulars, Rel. 
Mon., vol. vii. pp. 16, 24.) ‘This, together with the account given of Dr. 
A. Bullions’ appointment to the professorship, presents the Presbytery 
of Cambridge at that time in a very bad light. 

I: should be also remembered that these things all occurred before Mr. 
Miller was a member of that Presbytery—that he and others, with the 
editor, came into the church just in time to reap those bitter fruits, the 
seeds of which had been sown by others. Mr. Miller could not well bear 
the horrid iniquity he was compelled to witness at every Presbytery, 
and indeed in this he was not singular, and undertook to apply the con- 
Stitutional remedy; but he had not proceeded far till he and others 
were met with the basest kind of treatment that ingenuity could invent. 
I mention this to show the persecution which the brethren in that region, 
who adhere to the Synod, have been compelled to suffer. But would it 
not be better to leave reckless and wicked men, since they are out of the 
church, in the hand of him who has said ** Vengeance is mine, I will 
repay!’’ ‘Their success in sin is one of the blackest evidences of their 
true condition. Ps, xxxvii. 34—40. We make no apology for our free- 
dom of remark on these topics; they have been introduced by corre- 
spondents, and we only exercise a privilege extended to all, 


—=— 
Notes on various Topics. 


Our country, if not a nation of infidels, is, in respect to its national 
character, an infidel land. ‘The heathen maxim, vox populi, vor Dei, is 
the supreme law, to such an extent that the whole country literally 
groans under the despotism of misrule.—Confidence among men exists 
only in name, honest industry loses half its reward, and even the sanc- 
tuary of God affords but a feeble protection from the overwhelming desola- 
tion. Nor need we look for better days till nations and churches make 
Gop’s Law, BOTH TABLES OF IT, the fundamental law of their corporate 
existence, distributing to the magistrate and the church the several parts 
of this law which appropriately belong to their respective and distinct, 
yet conjoint functions. God has given to nations this constitution, yet 
the ingenuity of man has been exhausted by fruitless efforts to make a 
better, till God has covered them all with confusion and dismay. 


Ecclesiastical government, even that which has a scriptural basis, 
through its lax, partial, unsteady, and, in some instances, unjust admi- 
nistration, ceases, in a great measure, to accomplish its legitimate ends, 
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and of course becomes tyrannical—a mere engine of power on the one 
hand, and of oppression on the other. ‘There does not exist a single 
abomination in the land, except, perhaps, mere bestiality, which has not 
found a public, yet secure asylum in some one or other of the deno- 
minations professing Protestant Christianity, while Romanism gu/ps the 
whole in a mass without any exception whatever, 


Party spirit, or a determination to carry any measure, which may 
have been adopted, although unforeseen obstacles should arise, is another 
prevalent sin of the church and nation. Any dominant party, either in 
chureh or state, can carry almost any thing, however erroneous; the 
minority are wantonly stripped of rights, however just and sacred, by a 
spirit and in a manner worthy of the dark ages. 


The exercise of discipline has nearly become a mockery,—a farce.— 
If ignorant, profane, and conceited persons, of which many have erept 
into the church, wish to obtain a litile notoriety, they have only to rush 
against the inferior courts, and they will find many ready to take them 
by the hand and give them importance; and when ignorant and violent 
men are thus elevated above the true witnesses of Jesus Christ by the 
thrones of judgment, the faithful will be consoled by the good advice to 
be more prudent—let these things alone, i. e., let alone drunkenness, 
fraud, slander, insubordination—contempt of good men—false swear- 
ing, sabbath-breaking, and the like. Let them find a secure asylum in 
the bosom of the church—their removal will give trouble; for they will 
not submit; public opinion will sustain them. ‘The Old Testament in- 
junction—* Thou shalt rise up before the hoary head, and honour the 
face of the old man,” and the New Testament command, ‘* Obey them 
that have the rule over you,” have become obsolete. We must take 


men as we find them; human nature is rebellious: and it seems, also, 
we must leave them as we find them, in their rebellion, and yet dis- 


pense to them the seals of God’s covenant. 


The unity of the Church scarcely exists, but in name. The adhe- 
sive properties of the dissevered fragments are so feeble, that coalescence 
is attempted in vain; simply because men have lost the only bond of 
union,—truth, and the love of one another for the truth’s sake. ‘The 
prevailing spirit of the Church is not dissimilar from the dominant spirit 


of the nation. Such must ever be the case, en account of their intimate 
connexion. 


Heresies are now and then peeping up in the midst of us, some in 
amore, some inaless public manner. Many errors are prevalent among 
the people; which, as they lie beneath the surface, fail to attract public 
notice. Some of these are of a pernicious tendency, and evidently have 
their origin in the neglect of secret devotion, of parental instruction, of 
family religion, and of public ordinances. 


Doctrines and opinions both in religion and politics are embraced more 
from a regard to the worldly possessions of those who hold them, their 
supposed respectability, and probability of success, than from evidence, 
or conviction of conscience. ‘They would crucify Jeremiah, Paul, or 
even our Lord himself, to obtain a temporary triumph over those whom 
they hate; or perhaps merely to gratify self-will, respecting a matter of 
indifference; and change their principles in order to carry a point, or gre- 
tify their pride. 

The state of the church and world is peculiar, foreboding convulsions 
such as have not been witnessed in modern times. Popery is making 
rapid strides for the ascendency in every part of the world. The testi- 
mony of the witnesses of Jesus Christ against this mystery of iniquity 
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ceases in a great measure to be felt, yet infidelity and licerntiousness 
threaten to devour the mother of abominations, especially in Spain and 
South America. 

Protestant Christianity has lost its primitive purity and simplicity. It 
is universally tinctured with the elements of Popery and infidelity, to such 
a degree that the souls of men wither and die under its blighting adminis- 
trations. Spiritual pride, worldliness, anarehy and that insatiate maw, 
the desire of personal distinction, are visible, by their desolating influence, 
in the purest church on earth. Persecution of the worst species, that of 
the tongue, is rife among us. Ministerial confidence is nearly gone, and 
the office of the holy ministry is but little respected. People will not 
suffer Satan to be dethroned, so that he who renounces * the works of the 
Devil,” unless it be done in the abstract, becomes at once the victim of 
popular odium; while the few faithful men yet remaining, who struggle 
to purify the church by sound doctrine, and the just exercise of dise ipline, 
are made to suffer the penalty due to the guilty, who escape with im- 
punity, Yei the Bible is rapidly penetrating the darkest regions of Pa- 
ganism, throughout the whole world. 


The spirit of crimination and recrimination and misrepresentation pre- 
vails extensively, making men offenders for a word, or merely for the 
exercise of necessary Christian liberty and free discussion, because some- 
body’s personal or party interest is affected, 


But though we thus write, we do not despond; for whatever may be- 
come of this generation, the church of God is founded in the eternal 
purpose, upheld by the almighty power, and saved by the infinite mer- 
cy of God; and * the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” 


— 


ExptanaTion.—It has been supposed that the use made of Ezra ii. 
61—63, and Joshua xxii. 1O—3), page 445, does not harmonize with 
the use made of those texts by Synod's committee, pp. 415, 420. This 
is anerror. ‘They are used correctly in both instances, ‘The committee 
use the first named text to prove the necessity of submission during 
process; and the second, to prove the duty of the courts to prosecute 
where there is probable evidence of guilt; though the accused should be 
really innocent. The editor introduced them to show that they give no 
countenance to the validity of unjust judgment on the final issue; and 
not to correct the committee. ‘They require no correction. ‘To arrest 
and bring to trial, in a lawful manner, in a case of probable guilt, is not 
injustice, but a mercy to the innocent. Itis a high degree of injustice 
and cruelty in a church court not to bring a suspected brother to trial. It 
is only those, who, like the exscinded brethren, are bent on wickedness, 
that refuse to come to trial. Conscious of guilt, they know that false- 
hood, slander, and rebellion are their only hope. ‘The usefulness of 
many an innocent man is destroyed by a refusal of the courts to bring 
him to trial. They will hear and even give currency to injurious 
reports ; they will allow charges to be made vitally affecting ministerial 
character, and not try them; and yet maintain a practical separation from 
the accused, as though they were true. If the victim of such treatment 
demand an investigation, then he is a litigious, troublesome and danger- 
ous man. ‘This is the modern method of despatching ministers. But, 
in such cases the court is not only unjust, but manifests a want of due 
self-respect; and but little zeal for the glory of God and the good of his 
church. ‘The exscinded brethren and their adherents are entirely wel- 
come to any consolation they can draw from any thing we say, unless 
they garble, as is their usual custom. 
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LETTER FROM REV. ANDREW STARK. 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE RELIGIOUS MONITOR. 
Srr—l observed in your last number, (for April,) in one of Mr. 

Miller’s letters, a piece purporting to be part of a private letter 

written by me, and addressed to Mr. Peter Campbell, in 1824, re- 

flecting on the conduct of the Rev. Dr. Bullions; I have no copy 
of the letter in question, but for any thing I know to the contrary, 
the extract may be correctly given. Indeed I am the rather inclined 
to believe this, because it expresses sentiments similar to those which 

I was led to entertain for a short time about the year 1824, but which 

I soon after discovered to be incorrect and unjustifiable.t For this 

reason, I feel it to be an incumbent duty, which I owe to the in- 

jured parties, to explain how I came to write such a letter to Mr. 

Campbell. 

This matter admits of a very easy and natural explanation. The let- 
ter was written in reply to one from Mr. Campbell, in which there 
were some statements reflecting severely on some parts of the con- 
duct of the Rev. Messrs. Bullions in Presbytery, at a meeting which 
had been lately held. At that time, I had been a member of the Pres- ' 
bytery only for a short time, between two and three years, and had | / 
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not been present at more than two or three meetings. At that time, 
also, I had but little acquaintance with either of the Messrs. Bullions, 
having seldom seen them, except at these meetings of Presbytery. 
Mr. Campbell was in the habit of writing to me after the meetings 
of Presbytery, and his letters gave an account of its proceedings, 
with statements respecting the measures proposed or supported by 
the Messrs. Bullions, accompanied with such strictures as conveyed 
to my mind the impression that these gentlemen were given to in- 
trigue, and wished to have all the power of the Presbytery in their 
own hands.* 

Being then but little acquainted with the views and projects of the 
several members of the Presbytery, and still less acquainted with 
church polities,’ I placed too much reliance, as I afterwards found, 
on the representations made to me by Mr. Campbell, which were 
sometimes accompanied with very warm expressions of personal 
friendship. Having watched the proceedings as detailed and illus- 
trated by Mr. Campbell, and being somewhat irritated by the false 
reports I had heard, about my being a cindidate for the Academy at 
Albany, I felt myself considerably aggrieved; and in this state of 
mind, without taking time for mature reflection, I wrote this confi- 
dential letter to Mr. “Camp! yell, relying too much on his integrity 
and honour, as I should be inclined to think, by his publishing it 
without my consent.‘ 

Soon after writing the letter in question, I began to consider how 
I ought to act in regard to the Messrs. Bullions; and on reflection, 
I thought I had been too hasty in writing such a letter, remembering 
the excellent legal maxim, “ that we should disbelieve the existence 
of guilt till it be actually proved.”’’ On this, | came to the conclu- 
sion that it would be proper to ask in the first place. from Rev. A. 
Bullions an explanation of his conduct in relation to the story about 
the Academy. He readily admitted that he had recommended the 
Rev. P. Bullions before he wrote to me, but then he had afterwards 
written to me at the special request of one of the Trustees, (Dr. 











1 See Remarks. ) 
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Chester, if I remember rightly) and not of his own motion. This 
explanation [ thought satisfactory. With respect to the statement 
made by Mr. Miller, I found he had nothing whatever to do, not 
having seen Mr. Miller at all. On inquiring of Mr, Miller, he al- 
lowed that he had mentioned to several persons that I was a candi- 
date for the Academy, but that he had not heard it from Mr. Bullions, 
but from some person in Albany whose name he refused to tell.? 
Being satisfied about this matter, I proceeded to examine the state- 
ments that had been made to me by Mr. Campbell. After investi- 
gation, I thought I found reason to conclude that some of them had 
no foundatior in fact, that others of them were greatly exaggerated, 
while others were mere misrepresentations.? Some of those speeches 
that were characterized as the development of schemes of profound 
policy designed to overthrow the Secession Church from its founda- 
tion, I found to be merely incidental observations called forth by the 
remarks of other brethren. On farther conversation with those 
members of Presbytery who were opposed to Dr. A. Bullions, the 
conviction forced itself on my mind that they also had schemes of 
policy which appeared to me to be inconsistent with the fundamental 
principles of Christianity."° These discoveries and convictions led 
to a considerable change in my views respecting the Messrs. Bu!lions, 
and to the conclusion that I had acted too hastily in writing, as I had 
done, to Mr. Campbell, respecting them.!! Subsequent intercourse 
with them effectually confirmed me in the belief that their views had 
been grossly misrepresented to me in Mr. Campbell’s letters, and of 
course that there was no ground for the strictures made in my letter 
to him of December 1824. 

I confess, I feel it to be rather humiliating to be obliged to make 
such an explanation,’ but I feel it to be imperatively demanded from 
me, by your publication of part of a letter written by me in very 
peculiar circumstances, and containing reflections on gentlemen, 
which I have long known to be unwarranted. Had this matter con- 
cerned myself only, | would not have troubled you with this ex- 
planation, but as other individuals are reflected on, I trust you will 
not refuse to publish this letter in your next number. As to these 
productions of Mr. Miller, they appear to me to be of such a low and 
libellous character,'? and the objects and aims of their author are so 
apparent, that I think he must be a very weak person who would 
allow himself to be disturbed by them. 

I am, ANDREW STARK. 

New York, April 1, 1842. 

Remarks on Mr. Stark's Letter. 

The foregoing Letter was received after the present number was all in type, and 
in order to prevent any complaint of unfairness we have incurred the additional ex- 
pense of adding four extra pages to the pr-sent number. The letter is valuable, as 
the following notes will demonstrate. 

1. Extract from the testimony of Rev. James Martin taken on the trial of the libel 
brought by Rev. Andrew Stark and Rev. P. Bullions against C. Webster in 1535. 
“ James Martin sworn, saith, I heard Mr. Stark state that he had no confidence in 
Dr. Bullions (meaning Dr. A. Bullions) as a man of veracity. This dec!aration was 
made to me in the fall of 1830." Again: “that I must not consider him as vindica- 
ting Dr. Bullions as a man of truth, for he himself had no confidence in him as a 
man of truth, but that the Presbytery could not make him any better.” So, it seems, 
according to Mr Stark's reckoning, a period of six years is only “a short time, about 
the year 1824!” : 

2. Mr. Campbell was a fellow student of Mr. Stark and they were for a long time 


on terms of intimate friendship; but according to the statement here made, Mr. C. 
betrayed the confidence reposed in him by the innocent and unsuspecting Mr. 
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Stark! But it looks not a little queer that Mr. Stark in the letter quoted by Mr 
Miller is giving Mr. C. information respecting the Messrs. Bullions! Yet Mr. C. is 
held responsible for Mr. Stark's own statements! 

3. It must be confessed he has made rapid progress since that period. 

4. Mr. Campbell was compelled to give that letter in testimony on the issue of a 
libel brought in part by Mr. Stark against C. Webster. What a breach of « integ- 
rity and honour ”’ to give testimony when lawfully called thereto! Had Mr. C. imi- 
tated the conduct of his friend Dr. P. Bullions who refused to give testimony till 
threatened by the court, we suppose it would have harmonized with Mr. Stark's 
standard of “ integrity and honour.” 

5. Why did not Mr. S. correct his ‘ too hasty” letter before it was given in evi- 
dence in 1835? Why did not Dr. B. intimate that he did not write * of his own 
motion?’’ Six years! a long time to disregard a legal maxim. 

G. What strange reconciliations take place on earth in the prosecution of the war 
against the church of God! How easily are they effected ! 

7. James Miller, at that time, minister at Putman, N. Y. 
Mr. M. than is customary with him in similar cases. 

8. Let the reader turn to his letter to Mr. C. and compare it with this statement. 
It will open his eyes. 

9. Does the occasion of uttering erroneous sentiments affect the intrinsic evil of 
them? 

10. That they were in earnest in their efforts to bring those men to repentance or 
exclude them from the communion we firmly believe, and it is quite possible when 
we reflect upon the men with whom they had to deal, that they may not in every 
instance have selected the very best means for the accomplishment of their purpose. 
But we are unable to discover any error affecting the merits of these cases. 

11. Why was not Mr. Campbell informed of this change and of the reasons of it? 
Who can tell but it might at that time have reconciled him to the Messrs. Bullions? 
He appears to have been influenced in part by the statements in Mr. Stark's letter. 

12. Humiliating indeed, that Mr. Stark could be so readily reconciled to men of 
the character described by himself, when a joint effort against the church was to be 
made. 

13. Why not institute legal proceedings? Especially as Mr. Miller has informed 
the public that he holds the evidence in retentis. For it Mr. M. has published these 
statements, with all the deliberation and care which appear on the face of his let- 
ters, and in cvol blood, without substantial evidence, public opinion will award to 
him the severest censure. 

We are not displeased at the appearance of this letter for the following reasons: 

1. Taken in connexion with Mr. Miller’s letters, it shows the rv ! author of the 
schism which has been made. It will enlighten the church respecting the causes 
of the calamities she has suffered, and serve as a beacon for the future. 

2. It seems as if divine Providence is at work among us, humbling his own peo- 
ple for their errors, and compelling the guilty to make roluntary confession. No 
enemy could have drawn Mr. Stark’s portrait so completely to the life as he has 
done it himself. From the heart we commiserate that professed Christian minister 
who is compelled to creep through such loop-holes and turn such corners, 

3. It furnishes an admonition to all ministers of religion which may not be disre- 
garded, that honesty is the best policy in the Church. For though such a course 
will subject a man to many trials and sad perplexities; and may lead to his de- 
pression between conflicting interests and parties; yet God will uphold him mightily, 
and he shall ultimately come out of the furnace like burnished gold. 

4. The reader should bear in mind that almost simultaneously with Mr. Stark’s 
declarations to Mr. Martin, he was writing anonymous pamphlets condemnatory of 
the Presbytery for calling Dr. A. Bullions to account. 

5. There is not a shadow of doubt respecting the truth of Mr. Stark’s letter to Mr. 
C. It is the most serious and candid production we ever saw from his pen. But 
when Mr. S. took umbrage at the Presbytery, it seems he was willing to use the 
Dr. as a rod for their backs, reckless alike of the consequences to individuals or the 
public interests of religion. 

6. Combination in the Church between two or more individuals to carry any 
specific personal or party measure will ultimately bring desolation upon the parties, 
and perhaps also upon the Church. 

7. The people who have been temporarily deluded by these schismatics, did they 
know all, would not long wear their chains; but time reveals secrets. Let us then 
still hope that the Church may yet enjoy the benefit of sanctified affliction in this 
matter. Indeed, we confidently believe, had not the obnoxious doctrine, that “ un- 
just decisions are valid,’’ been broached, the charm would by this time probably 
have lost its power to deceive. 

8. We see here the reason why Mr. Stark so contemptuously declined the authority 
of Church Courts, when cited to answer charges similar to those which appear 
on a comparison of this letter with the evidence furnished by Mr. Miller’s Letters, 
namely, HE COULD NOT MEET THE CHARGES PREFERRED AGAINST HIM. 


Mr. S. was easier with 
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VALEDICTORY. 


TO THE PATRONS OF THE RELIGIOUS MONITOR, 


Dear Brethren—Partly on account of ill-health and weariness with the 
labour and care connected with the editorial management of a periodical, but 
chiefly from the conviction, that, in present circumstances, I can no longer be 
useful to the church in the capacity of an editor, I have this day transferred 
“The Religious Monitor”? to Mr. Witt1am S. Youne, under whose manage- 
ment it will hereafter be published, and to whom all the money now due for 
subscriptions is to be paid. 

Knowing that a change in the editorial department of the Monitor is desired 
by many whose views and interests have at one time or another come in colli- 
sion with those of the present editor, this step is deemed in some measure ne- 


cessary. Yet, with such persons, we part, with the kindest feelings and best 
wishes. 


The more immediate cause of the present arrangement, however, is, the im- 
possibility of sustaining the work in a manner which my conscience approves. 
Many of those with whom I have long acted and who have been my principal 


supporters, have proceeded a step beyond the line which I had marked out for 
the regulation of my own conduct. After the exscinded brethren had been 
ex¢luded from the communion, I thought they should have been permitted to 
pursue their own course unmolested, unnoticed by individuals in the church, 
especially as the contest had been rather for “ personal standing”? than for 
principle, as is correctly asserted by Synod’s committee, p. 3; and that any 
discussion with them after judicial decision, would be altogether against the 
church, and render her whole proceedings abortive. 

The doctrine of the validity of unjust decisions has also been embraced, and 
will be defended by many of my leading patrons. I neither believe this doc- 
trine, which is new in the Secession Church, nor am I disposed to contend with 
those who hold it, so long as I am permitted to hold and teach what I regard 
as the truth relative to that subject. Those persons who hold this sentiment 
are not the most ready to yield obedience. 1t will be seen, then, it is from an 
apprehension that my continuance at the head of the Monitor would lead to 
two rival publications in the church, the eventual destruction of both, and pro- 
bably farther schism and division, that | now surrender it. In such matters, if 
others will not yield, I writ. If I cannot benefit, I will not injure the church 
—leaving it to time and the grace of God to tame what I regard as party spi- 
rit, which has led men in their contests with each other to fancy that the glory 
of God is promoted by the humiliation and disgrace of an opponent, and to ex- 
haust those energies which should be employed in striving to win souls to the 
Lord Jesus Christ in a vain warfare against those who are already without. 
« What hast thou to do to judge them that are without?” We speak not now 
of the authorized publications of the church in defence of principles that have 
been denied or disregarded, but of the warfare of individuals in the church, 
with individuals out of it; a warfare in which I can by no means consent to 
be a party. For it places both parties in the same light before the public. No 

1 





2 PROSPECTUS. 





doubt the Head of the church will in due time overrule these events for the 
advancement of his own glory and the ultimate good of the Church. 

We take leave of many, with deep emotion, while to all we wish temporal 
prosperity, and in the end eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord. 

In retiring from my present position, I feel relieved of a burden, which, 
though it has contributed to my spiritual knowledge, and I hope to that of 
others, has been, since 1824, with the exception of about three years, the cause 
of much Jabour and disappointment, and the occasion of much worldly loss in 
various ways. 

None of the obstacles which have defeated my efforts lie in the way of my 
successor. Ile is entirely disconnected with the events to which allusion has 
been made; therefore the publication of such matters will not be required of 
him. He is favourably known to a large portion of the church, and has se- 
cured aid, as will be seen, in the editorial department. His proposed plan of 
conducting the work is calculated to promote the best interests of the church. 
By his method of publication one-fifth more matter will be given without any 
variation of the size of the volume when bound; while «bout one half the work 
will be devoted to the republication of rare and valuable works, either not in 
circulation, or which have never been republished in this country. It is hoped 
the religious public will give him a fair trial, while we earnestly wish him 
success, and the whole Church abundant peace and spiritual prosperity. 

Communications on hand will be transferred to Mr. Young. 


C. WEBSTER. 





Philadelphia, April 22, 1842. 


eh 


PROSPECTUS 


The subscriber unexpectedly introduces himself to the public, as one 
on whom the responsibility of editing the Religious Monitor will rest for a 
time, should he find himself able to discharge its duties. This station he has 
assumed at the urgent solicitation of Mr. Young, who is now the proprietor of 
the work. It may pefhaps be considered affectation on the part of the sub- 

scriber to say that he feels great reluctance to enter upon the duties of an edi- 

tor; but were he to omit such an expression, he would not be doing justice to 
his feclings. Its responsibilities and difficulties are such as almost to deter 
him, considering his youth and inexperience; but he has been induced to saeri- 
fice his own feelings for reasons which it is unnecessary to mention; holding 
himself ready to yield up the responsibilities of his office into the hands of a 
more willing and competent person, whenever it shall be found convenient. 
But while the subscriber has entered upon the station with reluctance, he will 
endeavour to discharge its duties with fidelity and impartiality, and to the best 
of his ability; expecting, in return, the support and indulgence of his Christian 
brethren. 

In viewing the difficulties attendant upon the duties of an editor, there is 
one which strikes the mind with peculiar force. This is the variety and di- 
versity of tastes among the readers of a periodical. What is pleasing to one 
reader often proves to another uninteresting, and even disgusting. How then 
is this difficulty to be removed? It cannot be wholly removed, but it may be 
diminished to a certain extent by giving as much variety as possible to the 
pages of the periodica!, and thus suiting them to this diversity of taste. This 
we shall endeavour to do, to the utmost of our ability, and in order to effect 
this, it shall be our object to secure some of the British periodicals of the pre- 
sent day, and extract from them such articles as shall be most interesting, and 
instructive to our readers. 
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Particular attention shall also be \irected to the present moral and religious 
state of the world, and the various means that are in operation for the spread 
of the gospel, in our own and in foreign countries. Nor shall the enslaved 
portion of our fellow-beings be unnoticed, as is the case with many periodicals 
of the present day. On this point, as well as on all others, we shall endeavour to 
maintain the principles of our profession; believing them to be the principles 
of the Bible, and of course, of sound morality. Such is the course we intend, 
if spared, to pursue. But while we make these promises, we do so with the 
expectation of meeting with the countenance and support of the Christian 
community, especially in the Associate Church. While the responsibility of 
selecting devolves upon the editor, the labour of contributing will, of course, 
principally devolve upon its patrons. Here, we trust, they will not be remiss. 
We feel the necessity and importance of their support and co-operation, and 
would therefore most respectfully and cordially tender to the friends of litera- 
ture, morality and religion, an invitation to favour us with the productions of 
their pen. And why should this invitation not be complied with? Does not 
a wide and extensive field for usefulness present itself? and shall the philan- 
thropist, and the Christian, (who is indeed the only true philanthropist,) fail 
to avail himself of opportunities of usefulness? To do so is certainly not to 
act in accordance with the exhortation of the Apostle, “As we have therefore 
opportunity, let us do good unto all men.’”? We hope better things of you, 
brethren, and we confide in your disposition to maintain and disseminate the 
principles of our holy religion, and shall therefore expect your cordial co-ope- 
ration. 

JOSEPH T. COOPER. 


It is proposed to occupy a portion of each number with selected matter from 
rare and standard works, should it be found generally acceptable to the sub- 
scribers. It has been ascertained that such works can be procured at a much 
cheaper rate in this way than in any other; and surely such a course is well 
calculated to spread religious knowledge through the church. It may be, that 
some of the subscribers have such works already in their possession, but we 
should bear in mind that the great body of the patrons of this or any similar 
periodical, are to be found among the private members of the church,—conse- 
quently their advantage and edification should be studied by those who con- 
duct such periodicals. 

It is in contemplation to enlarge the page, without increasing the size of the 
volume, and in the selected parts to reduce the size of the letter, thus giving 
one fifth more reading, without any additional expense to subscribers, either in 
the price of subscription or postage. 

We would take this opportunity of stating that we have purchased the out- 
standing debts, and therefore hope that they will be paid at the next meeting 
of Synod, as we are depending upon their payment to enable us to meet the 
liabilities we have incurred by the purchase of the work. 

As an additional inducement to those friendly to the above design, to use 
their efforts to support and encourage the work, it is proposed to supply any 
ene who will procure five subscribers and send the money in advance ($10) 
with a sixth copy gratis, or the same amount of any works published by the 
subscriber. This arrangement is intended only for:the present volume. 

It will be seen that additional expense has been incurred, which of course will 
require increased patronage. It is believed that the method adopted will enable 
us to furnish the Christian public with several valuable works which could not 
be obtained in any other way, as publishers are unwilling to hazard the expense 
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of their publication. Where purchasers are secured for works as they are is- 
sued, (as is the case with promotly paid periodicals) the public can be put into 
possession of them on better terms than can possibly be afforded in the usual 
manner, while, on the other hand, it gives greater value to the periodical, and 
renders it more deserving of preservation. Extra copies will in most cases be 
printed of selected works, thus putting it in the power of all to obtain such 
works at one third the prices for which they could be imported. The first 
volume of the new series will probably contain some smaller works. A change 
is contemplated in the name of the work, should it be considered expedient at 
the time the first number is issued. 

This prospectus is printed on a page which has been adopted for the work, 
and a few pages are added as a specimen of the proposed selections. 

WILLIAM 8S. YOUNG, 
No. 173 Race Street, Philadelphia. 








THE LAST DAYS OF JOHN BROWN OF PRIESTHILL. 





[Selected from ‘* The Last Days of Eminent Christians,” a work now in press .] 
JOHN BROWN OF PRIESTHILL. 


Wuen driven from his home during the persecution, he fled for refuge to a deep ravine 
or moss hag that had been formed by the current of a water-spout, carrying shrubs, soil, 
moss, and all before it, to the dale land beneath, leaving a frightful chasm, amidst a vast 
field of heath. Its deep mossy sides made it inaccessible to strangers: only the neigh. 
bouring husbandmen knew where the breakers hid the rocks, whose shelvy sides conducted 
to the bottom. In the sides of this natural alley were dens and caves sufficient to hide 
a large company. In one of these, Priesthil! intended to spend the day in prayer; and 
had begun to pour out. his soul in the words of Lamentations, iii. 40, &c., when a sweet 
sound reached his ear, that seemed to proceed from another part of the place. At first it 
was in a soft under voice, as afraid to be heard, but soon rose above all fear, joined with 
others; and he heard a Psalm distinctly sung. 

“Jt is the hallowed sound of praising God, and by some fellow-sufferers,” said John 
Brown, as he arose from his knees to search them out. And to his no small joy, he found 
David and William Steel, his neighbours, and Joseph Wilson from Lesmahagow, in the 
cleft of a rock that jutted half-way into the ravine. The Steels had had a narrow escape 
the day before this; and it was to avoid such harassing that they now fled to the ravine. 
Nor did they flee in vain. They found, to their sweet experience, this dreary waste a 
Bethel; and in their harassings and hidings, as it was with Moses on the mount, they felt 
nearest God when farthest from creature comforts. All day they read God’s Word and 
prayed by turns; and during the dark and silent watches of the night, by turns they prayed 
and praised. 

The seventy-fourth Psalm was deeply imprinted on their memories, from its being re- 
markably descriptive of their situation. The whole of it was sung about midnight; and 
while the wind carried the sound to the dale land below, faith carried the matter up to 
heaven. They felt a peace that made them loath to part. Every one was sensibie that 
the presence of God had been with them; and in this spirit chese poor hunted saints spent 
the time till morning dawned, and the lark rose above their heads, joining his note with 
theirs, in praise to God for the light of another day. 

Wiliiam Steel, who escaped death from the persecutors, and lived many years after the 
Revolution, said often, if ever there was a time in his life that he would wish to enjoy over 
again, it was especially that day and night he spent in the moss hag. They all thought 
it would be their last meeting on earth. He was the first that ascended from the ravine 
to look if the enemy were in view; and it being a clear morning, and no person in sight, 
they all followed, and were standing to consult on the separate paths they would take home, 
to prevent them from being seen, when they were struck silent by a voice, sweeter than 
any thing they had ever heard, passing over the ravine, singing these words:— 

“Oh! let the prisoners’ sighs ascend 
Before thy sight on high; 


Preserve those by thy mighty power, 
That are ordained to die.” 


And again, while they stood speechless, another voice sung, in tones of exultation; 


‘“* Though ye have lain among the pots, 
Like doves ye shall appear, 
Whose wings with siiver, and with gold, 
Whose feathers covered are.”’ 

After standing for some time looking at one another, some of them thought they had left 
other worshippers in the moss hag. Others thought that the sound echoed from a greater 
distance. ‘* Whoever or whereever the words come from, we have little concern,” said 
John Brown; “one thing we may take comfort from, they are God’s words to his church 
in affliction; and that is our situation.” 

As usual, he had arisen with the dawn, and had offered up the morning sacrifice. His 
wife often told how remarkably the Psalm, sung that morning, tended to gird up the loins of 
their minds. It was Psalm xxvii. 1—4. 

After worship, the gudeman went to the hill to prepare some peat ground; the servants 
were also out, and engaged at some distance in their wonted employments. Of a sudden 
Claverhouse surrounded the helpless man with three troops of dragoons, and brought him 
down to his own house. He left his implements of industry with great composure, and 
walked down before them, more like a leader than a captive. 

Mean while Janet had alarmed her mother, by telling her that a great many horsemen were 
coming down the hill with her father. ‘ The thing | feared is come upon me; O give me 
grace for this hour,”’ said her mother, hastily taking up her boy, and wrapping him in her 


plaid; and taking Janet by the hand, she went out to meet her foes, praying in secret as 
she went. 






















































































































































6 CHARACTER OF THE LATE DR. THOMSON. 








The leisurely way of examining persons by law, in which there was some semblance of 
justice, was now departed from. Claverhouse simply asked John Brown, Why he did not 
attend the curate! and if he would pray for King James? Upon hearing his answer, Cla- 
verhouse said, “Go to your prayers, for you shall immediately die;”” which command John 
immediately complied with, and that in such a manner as filled the troops with amazement, 
On his family it had a different effect. His wife, who was near her confinement, with a 
child in her arms and Janet at her side, stood, while he prayed “ that every covenanted 
blessing might be poured upon her and her children, born and unborn, as one refreshed by 
the influence of the Holy Spirit, when he comes down like rain upon the mown grass, as 
showers upon the earth.” 

There is a light in the Christian’s life that discovers the spots of the wicked, and torments 
them before the time. When Claverhouse could bear his prayers no longer, and had suc. 
ceeded, after interrupting him twice with the most blasphemous language, to raise him from 
his knees, John Brown said to his wife,—* Isabell, this is the day | told you of before we 
were married;” and added with his usual kindness, “ You see me summoned to appear, in 
a few minutes, before the court of heaven, as a witness in our Redeemer’s cause, against 
the ruler of Scotland. Are you willingthat I should part ffom you!” “ Heartily willing,” 
said she, in a voice that spoke her regard for her husband, and her submission to the Lord, 
even when he called her to bow before his terrible things. ‘That is all I wait for: O death, 
where is thy sting? O grave, where will be thy victory?” said the good man, while he ten- 
derly laid his arms around her, kissed her and his little boy, and lastly Janet; saying to 
her, “ My sweet bairn, give your hand to God as your guide; and be your mother’s comfort.” 
He could add no more; a tide of tenderness overflowed his heart. At last he uttered these 
words, “ Blessed be thou, O Holy Spirit! that speaketh more comfort to my heart than the 
voice of my oppressors can speak terror to my ears!”” Thus, when the Lord brought his 
witness to be tried, he discovered a magnanimity which, as he fell, conquered his perse- 
cutors. 

If in the Christian’s life there is a light that discovers the spots of the wicked, so in the 
martyr’s heroic grappling with death there is a heat that scorches them past enduring. It 
was doubtless under this feeling that Claverhouse ordered six of his dragoons to shoot him, 
ere the last words were out of his mouth; but his prayers and conduct had disarmed them 
from performing such a savage action. They stood motionless. Fearing for their mutiny 
Claverhouse snatched a pistol from his own belt and shot him through the head. And 
while his troops slunk from the awful scene, he, like a beast of prey that tramples and howls 
over « fallen victim, insulted the tender-hearted wife while she gathered up the shattered 
head, by taunting jeers. ‘‘ What thinkest thou of thy husband now, woman?” 
thought muckle good of him,” said she, ‘‘and now more than ever.” He, seeing her 
courage, said, “it were but justice to lay thee beside him.” She replied, “ if ye were per- 
mitted, I doubt not your cruelty could go that length;—how will ye answer for this morn- 
ing’s work?” With a countenance that belied his words, he answered, “To men I can 
be answerable; and as for God, | will take him in my own hands.” Thus saying, he hastily 
put spurs to his horse, and left her withthe corpse. She tied up his head with her napkin, 
composed his body, covered it with her plaid, and when she had nothing farther to do or 
contend with, she sat down on the ground, drew her children to her, and wept over her man- 
gled husband.— Scots Worthies. 
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[From the * Life of Dr. M‘Crie,”” Appendix.] 
CHARACTER OF THE LATE DR. THOMSON. 


Donna the excitement caused by the sudden death of a public man, cut down in the prime of 
life, and in the middle of a career of extensive usefulness, it is easy to pronounce a panegyric, 
but difficult to delineate a character which shall be free from the exaggeration of existing feel- 
ing, and recommend itself to the anbiassed judgment of cool reflection. Rarely has such a 
deep sensation been produced as by the recent removal of Dr. Thomson; but in a few instances, 
we are persuaded, has there been less reason, on the ground of temporary excitation, for making 
abatements from the regret and lamentation so loudly and unequivocally expressed. He was 
so well known, his character and talents were so strongly marked, and so much of that de- 
scription which all classes of men can appreciate, that the circumstances of his death did not cre- 
a‘e the interest, but only gave expression to that which already existed in the public mind. 
Those who saw Dr. Thomson once, knew him; intimacy gave them a deeper insight into his 
character, but furnished no grounds for altering the opinion which they had at first been led to 
form. Simplicity, which is an essential element in all minds of superior mould, marked his ap- 
pearance, his reasoning, his eloquence, and his whole conduct. All that he said or did was 
direct, straight-forward, and unaffected; there was no labouring for effect, no paltering in a 
double sense. His talents were such as would have raised him to eminence in any profession 
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or public walk of life which he might have chosen—a vigorous understanding, an active and 
ardent mind, with powers of close and persevering application, He made himself master, in 
a short time, of any subject to which he found it necessary to,direct his attention—had all his 
knowledge at the most perfect command—expressed himself with the utmost perspicuity, ease, 
and energy—and, when roused by the greatness of his subject, or by the nature of the opposi- 
tion which he encountered, his bold and masterly eloquence produced an effect, especially in a 
popular assembly, far beyond that which depends on the sallies of imagination, or the dazzling 
brilliancy of fancy-work. Nor was he less distinguished for his moral qualities, among which 
shone conspicuously an honest, firm, unflinching, fearless independence of mind, which prompted 
him uniformly to adopt and pursue that course which his conscience told him was right, in- 
different to personal consequences, and regardless of the frowns and threats of the powerful. 

Besides the instructions of his worthy father, it was Dr. Thomson's felicity to enjoy the inti- 
mate friendship of the venerable Sir Henry Moncreiff, who early discovered his rising talents, 
and freely imparted to him the stores of bis own vigorous and matured mind, and of an expe- 
rience which he had acquired during the long period in which he was at the head of one of the 
parties in the National Church. ‘Though Dr. Thomson was known as a popular and able 
preacher from the time he first entered on the ministry, the powers of his mind were not fully 
called forth and developed until his appointment to St. George's. He entered to that charge 
with a deep sense of the importance of the station, as one of the largest and genteelest parishes 
of the metropolis, and not without the knowledge that there was, in the minds of a part of those 
among whom he was called to labour, a prepossession against the peculiar doctrines which had 
always held a prominent place in his public ministrations, But he had not long occupied that 
pulpit, when, in spite of the delicate situation in which he was placed by more than one public 
event, which forced him to give a practical testimony in favour of the purity of the Presbyterian 
worship and the independence of the Church of Scotland, displeasing to many in high places, 
he disappointed those who had foreboded his ill success, and verified the expectations of such 
of his friends as had the greatest confidence in his talents. By the ability and eloquence of ° 
his discourses, by the assiduity and prudence of his more private ministrations, and by the 
affectionate solicitude which he evinced for the spiritual interests of those committed to his care, 
he not only dissipated every unfavourable impression, but seated himself so firmly in the hearts 
of his people, that, long before his lamented death, no clergyman in this city, established or 
dissenting, was more cordially revered and beloved by his congregation. Nothing endeared 
him to them so much and so deservedly as the attention he paid to the young and the sick; and 
of the happy art which he possessed of communicating instruction to the former, and administering 
advice and consolation to the latter, there are many pleasing, and, it is to be hoped, lasting 
memorials. 

Dr. Thomson was decidedly evangelical in his doctrinal sentiments, which he did not disguise 
or hold back in his public discourses; but he was a practical preacher, and instead of indulging 
in abstruse speculations or philosophical disquisitions, made it his grand aim to impress the truths 
of the Gospel on the hearts of his hearers. Attached to the Church of Scotland from principle, 
not from convenience «r accident, he made no pretensions to that indiscriminating and spurious 
liberty which puts all rorms of ecclesiastical polity and communion on a level; but in his sen- 
timents and feelings he was liberal in the truest sense of that word—could distinguish between 
a spirit of sectarianism and conscientious secession—never assumed the airs of a Churchman in 
his intercourse with Dissenters—co-operated with them in every good work, and cherished a 
respect for all faithful ministers, which was founded not only on the principles of toleration and 
good-will, but on the conviction that their labours were useful in supplying the lack of service 
on the part of his own Church, and in counteracting those abuses in her administration, which 
he never scrupled, on any proper occasion, to confess and deplore. 

It is well known that Dr. Thomson belonged to that party in the Church of Scotland which 
has defended the rights of the people in opposition to the rigorous enforcement of the law of 
patronage; and in advocating this cause in the Church Courts, he has for many years displayed 
his unrivalled talents as a public speaker, sustained by an intrepidity which was unawed by 
power, and a fortitude which was proof against overwhelming majorities. Of late years he has 
devoted a great portion of his labours to the defence of the pure circulation of the Scriptures, 
and to the emancipation of the degraded negroes in the West Indies; and in both causes he 
has displayed his characteristic ability, zeal for truth, and uncompromising and indignant repro- 
bation of every species of dishonesty, injustice, and oppression. His exertions in behalf of the 
doctrines and standards of the Church, against some recent heresies and delusions, afford an 
additional proof, not only of his unwearied zeal in behalf of that sacred cause to which he de- 
voted all his energies, but of his readiness, at all times, to “* contend earnestly for the faith which 
was once delivered to the saints.” 

Great as Dr. Thomson’s popularity was (and few men in his sphere of life ever rose so high 
in popular favour,) he did not incur the wo denounced against those “ of whom all men speak 
well.” He had his detractors and enemies, who waited for his halting, and were prepared to 
magnify and blazon his faults. Of him it may be said, as of another Christian patriot, no man 
ever loved or hated him moderately. This was the inevitable consequence of his great talents, 
and the rough contests in which he was involved. His generous spirit raised him above envy 
and every jealous feeling, but it made him less tolerant of those who displayed these mean vices, 
When convinced of the justness of a cause, and satisfied of its magnitude, he threw his whole 
soul into it, summoned al! his powers to its defence, and assailed its adversaries, not only with 
strong arguments, but with sharp, pointed, and sometimes poignant sarcasm; but unless he per- 
ceived insincerity or perverseness, his own feelings were too acute and just to permit him gra- 
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tuitously to wound those of others. That his zeal was always reined by prudence—thollliar 
ardoor of mind never hurried him to precipitate conclusions, or led him to magnify the subject 
in debate—that his mind was never warped by party feeling—and that he never indulged the 
love of victory, or sought to humPfe a teazing or pragmatic entmy—are positions which his 
true friends will not maintain. But his ablest opponents will admit, that in all the great questions 
in which he distinguished himself, he acted conscientiously—that he was an open, manly, and 
honourable adversary—and that, though he was sometimes unseasonably vehement, he was 
never disingenuous. Dr. Thomson was constitutionally a reformer; he felt a strong sympathy 
with those great men who, in a former age, won renown, by assailing the hydra of error, and 
of civil and religious tyranny; and his character partook of theirs. In particular, he bore no in- 
considerable resemblance to Luther. both in excellencies and defects; his leonine nobleness 
and potency, his masculine eloquence, his facetiousness and pleasantry, the fondness which he 
showed for the fascinating charms of music, and the irritability and vehemence which he occa- 
sionally displayed, to which some will add, the necessity which this imposed on him to make 
retractations, which, while they threw a partial shade over his fame, taught his admirers the 
needful lesson, that he was a man subject to like passions and infirmities with others. But the 
fact is, though hitherto known to few, and the time is now come for revealing it, that some of 
those effusions which were most objectionable, and exposed him to the greatest obloquy, were 
neither composed by Dr. Thomson, nor seen by him until they were published to the world ; 
and that in one instance, which has been the cause of the most unsparing abuse, he paid the 
expenses of a prosecution, and submitted to make a public apology, for an offence of which he 
was innocent as the child unborn, rather than give up the name of the friend who was morally 
responsible for the deed,—an example of generous self-devotion which has few parallels. 

To his other talents, Dr. Thomson added a singular capacity for business, which not only 
qualified him for taking an active part in Church Courts, but rendered him highly useful to those 
public charities of which the clergy of Edinburgh are officially managers, and to the different 
voluntary societies with which he was connected. This caused unceasing demands on his time 
and exertions, which, joined to his other labours, were sufficient to wear out the most robust 
constitution; and he at last sunk under their weight. 

In private life, Dr. Thomson was every thing that is amiable and engaging. He was mild, 
and gentle, and cheerful—deeply tender and acuteiy sensitive in his strongest affections —most 
faithful and true in his attachment of friendship—kind-hearted and indulgent to all with whom 
he had intercourse. His firmness to principle, when he thought principle involved, whatsoever 
of the appearance of severity it may have presented to those who saw him only as a public 
character, had no taint of harshness in his private life; and, unbending as he certainly was in 
principle, he never failed to receive with kindness what was addressed to his reason in the spirit 
of friendship. It may, indced, be said with truth, that great as were his public merits, and 
deplorable the public loss in his death, to those who had the happiness to live with him in 
habits of intimacy, the deepest and the bitterest feeling still is, the separation from a man who 
possessed so many of the finest and most amiable sensibilities of the human heart, In him the 
lion and the lamb may be said to have met together. But it was around his own family hearth, 
and in the circle of his intimate acquaintanees, that Dr. Thomson was delightful. It was 
equally natural in him to play with a child, and to enter the lists with a practised polemic. 
He could be gay without levity, and grave without moroseness. His frank and bland manners, 
the equable flow of his cheerfulness and good humour, and the information which he possessed 
on almost every subject, made his company to be courted by persons of all classes. He could 
mix with men of the world without compromising his principles, or lowering his character as a 
minister of the Gospel; and his presence was enough to repress any thing which had the sem- 
blance of irreligion. 

The loss of such a man, and at such a time, is incalculable. His example and spirit had a 
wholesome and refreshing, an exhilarating and elevating, influence on the society in which he 
moved; and even the agitation which he produced, when he was in his stormy moods, was salu- 
tary, like the hurricane (his own favourite image, and the last which he employed in public,) 
purifying the moral atmosphere, and freeing it from the selfishness, and duplicity, and time- 
serving, with which it was overcharged. 

Dr. Thomson was born in June 1778, and was ordained in the year 1802, He has left a widow 
and seyen children, five of whom are daughters. 
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